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CURRENT TOPICS. 


| Tne rransrer of actions for the purpose of trial or hearing 
| only, which was interrupted by the retirement of Vice-Chancellor 
| Bacox, has now been made under the changed circumstances. It 
/ removes 30 actions from the list of Mr. Justice Cuitrry, 30 from 
| that of Mr. Justice Nonrn, and 40 from that of Mr. Justice 
) Srrerine, making 100 actions altogether, to Mr. Justice Kexewicu. 





Last werk, in a case before Mr. Justice Norra, some lengthy 
"correspondence was put in evidence, and in the copies furnished to 
“the judge two or more letters were given on the same sheet of 
paper. The learned judge desired it to be known that it was very 
“inconvenient to have copies of different letters on the same sheet of 
"paper : the better course was to have, in the copies furnished to 
the judge, every letter copied as a separate document. This, we 
believe, has been the ordinary course, and we may add that it is 
Wery desirable that the copies furnished to the judge and counsel 
Should exactly correspond in paging. 


_ On Turspay tast Lord Justice Corron stated that in future the 
tosts of an appeal will include the costs of shorthand notes of the 
mdgment of the court below, without the necessity of any special 
Epplication for the purpose. If the unsuccessful on the 
appeal desired for any reason that these costs should be disallowed, 
le must apply to the court. The practice hitherto has been for 
he successful party on an appeal to ask for these costs, and, we 
believe, they have been uniformly allowed, at any rate where the 
fotes have been actually used on the appeal (Collyer v. Isaacs, 30 
VY. R. 70,19 Ch. D. 342). In future the onus will be on the 
Epsuccessful party to shew that they ought to be disallowed; and 
We presume that one ground which will be open to him will 
that. a report of the judgment below appeared sometime 
sfore the hearing of the appeal, and has been used on the appeal 
pee London and South-Western Railway Co. v. Gomm, 20 Ch. D. 
589). 


» Tune question has been often asked this week, What can be 
he meaning of the announcement, which appeared in Tuesday’s 
don Gazette, that ‘anyone reprinting without due authori 
fatter which has appeared in any Government publication 
mders himself liable to the same penalties as those which he 
ight, under like circumstances, have incurred had the copy- 
ight been in private hends”? Has someone been reprinting a 
sap and popular edition of a fascinating Blue-Book? Or has 

he wicked and unconscientious person. pirated the Anthrax 
prder or the Rabies Order which recently adorned the columns of 

» Gazette? Is the notice intended to apply to the Gazette, 
hich, being ‘‘ published by authority,” is presumably a ‘‘ Govern- 
lent publication” ? The explanation, we have’reason to believe, 
pa, that there have been some rather glaring instances of late of 
racy of works ers by the Government, but it is not the 
ention of the Stationery Office to interfere with the privilege 





b- 


hitherto allowed to png ose of publishing matters of: 4 
ar 


lic interest extracted from Parliamentary papers or the 
Gazette. 





Ir WLLL HAVE BEEN observed that Mr. Apams’s cross-examination 


80 
68 
er | of Lord Corentver was twice ag by Mr. Justice Denuay, 


and that on the latter occasion the judge intimated that 


ig | the cross-examination amounted to persecution, and that the jury 


appear to have agreed with him. The power of the judge ata 
trial to interfere with a crose-examination when improperly 


‘ conducted is derived from R. 8. C., 1883, XXXVI., 38, which 


provides that ‘‘the judge may in all cases disallow any questions 
put in cross-examination of any or other witness which may 
appear to him to be vexatious, and not relevant to any matter 
proper to be inquired into in the cause or matter.” This was a 
newly-introduced provision amongst the consolidating Rules of 
1883, and it gave rise to much controversy upon its first appearing, 
some going so far as to maintain that the Rule Committee of 
Judges had no power to make it, nor do we know that the power 
given to the judge by the rule had been ever exercised before it 
was put in force in the case of Mr. Apams. However, this may 
be, there can be no doubt of the propriety of its exercise by Mr. 
Justice Dewan, for a cross-examination more irrelevant than that 
by Mr. Apams has seldom occurred in a court of justice. Nor 
can we agree with the learned judge that plaintiffs in person 
are entitled to any greater latitude in cross-examination than 
plaintiffs represented by counsel. 





We nrerort elsewhere » case of-Re Allen, which decides a new 
point under the Remuneration Order. When may a lessor’s 
solicitor elect, under clause 6 of the order, that his rernuneration 
shall be ‘according to the present system as altered by schedule 
II.?” According to the clause, the election must be made 
‘‘ before undertaking any business”; and it is clear that under 
these words the election cannot be made after the draft lease has 
been prepared and submitted. But, supposing the lessor’s solicitor 
enters into correspondence with the lessee’s solicitor with reference 
to matters preliminary to the granting of the lease—for instance, 
in the case of a renewed lease, as to the lessee’s title to claim 
renewal—can the lessor’s solicitor be said to have already 
“ undertaken the business,” so as to be debarred from electing ? 
In the recent case the taxing master thought that the lessor’s 
solicitor was not debarred by the preliminary co dence from 
electing. But it is obvious that this official, in deciding thus over- 
looked the shocking consequences that might follow from adopting 
this construction. Mr. Justice Kay did not overlook them. He 
pointed out that, “if a solicitor were to be at liberty to carry on any 
business until he could see whether it was to his benefit to charge 
according to scale or according to the age existing system, 
the client would be at a disadvantage, as the scale charge would be 
adopted only in cases where it was larger than that under the 
previously existing system. This result could not have been in- 
tended.”” And the general rule he laid down was that, ‘ after a solici- 
tor had accepted any employment, and had done he he g therein for 
which he could make a charge supposing the did not apply, 
it was too late for him to elect to charge according to the system 
existing before the General Order came into operation.” e do 
not know enough of the circumstances of the particular case to 
be able to affirm that Mr. Justice Kax’s decision was wrong. There 
is support for his construction of the word ‘‘ business” in the cases 
of Re Field (33 W. R. 504, 583, 29 Ch. D. 608) and Re Emmanuel 
and Simmonds (34 W. R. 613, 33 Ch. D. 40). But one would sup- 
pose that it ought always to be a question of fact in each case 
whether the solicitor has really undertaken the business, and we 
emphatically against general rule Mr. Justice Kar 
thought proper to lay down. us test the effect of it in 
tice. The client, otice i comm 

iting, is, of course, the lessor. 


course, uncertain whether the other 
whether the lessor's solicitor will 
5 
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have anything further to do in the matter, yet, as he has accepted 
employment and done work for the lessor ‘for which he could 

e a charge supposing the scale did not apply” (namely, the 
interview), he is debarred from afterwards electing when it turns 
out that a lease is to be prepared. His only mode of electing is, 
as soon as his client mentions anything about the lease, to say, ‘‘ My 
dear sir, pray stop; there is a little preliminary matter; excuse 
me a n.oment while I write out a contingent election under the 
Solicitors’ Remuneration Act.” If he waits until the client has 
explained and discussed the terms, he will have “‘ undertaken the 
business,” and will be ‘‘ carrying on the business until he can see 
whether it is to his benefit to charge according to scale or accord- 
ing to the previously existing system ”’—a very heinous offence 
indeed, which could not possibly have been intended by a rule 
which expressly gives him the right to elect between those two 
— The meaning of the framers of the rule was, of course, 
the election must be made by the solicitor absolutely blindfold! 





Here 1s a succrstion for some enterprising law stationer— 
Why cannot a special paper be manufactured for drafts intended to 
be kept as completed drafts, and for copies of probates and other 
documents likely to require frequent reference? We have repeat- 
edly had occasion to remark the torn and ragged condition into 
which these documents come in the lapse of years, due to 
want of toughness in the paper. The paper used is too often thick 
without being tough, the result of which is that a great deal of 
room is required for the drafts and copies which accumulate in a 
solicitor’s office. The paper we want should be thin, but perfectly 
opaque, and as untearable as possible. There are large-sized 
envelopes supplied by some law stationers which meet the require- 
ments as to thinness and toughness, but they are too transparent. 
The paper should, we think, be white or cream coloured, and 
should have a smooth surface, as far as possible resembling parch- 
ment, so as to repel dust and smearing by fingers. There should 
also be provided an extra-thick quality to serve as the outer sheet, 
and on one side of this there should be a red line about an inch from 
the edge, which would provide a space at the top of the back, 
when folded, within which there could be written a short descrip- 
tion of the nature of the instrument, so as to facilitate search 
among a bundle of papers. 





THERE HAS BEEN some misapprehension, owing to similarity of 
name, as to two of the gentlemen recently appointed Queen’s 
Counsel. We were careful to explain lust week that Mr. 
Kewsern Avevstvs Mcrr Mackenzie was the Permanent Secre- 
tary in the Lord Chancellor’s Department ; and that Mr. Epwarp 
Trxpat Arxrxson was of the North-Eastern Circuit ; but it may be 
desirable to state that neither Mr. Montacve Mure Mackenzie of 
the South-Eastern Circuit nor Mr. Henry Trxpat Arxryson of 
the same circuit has taken silk. 








*,* The series of articles ‘On the Form of Mortgage Bills of 
Sale” is necessarily suspended until the Court of Appeal has given 
its decision on an important case relating to bills of sale, in which 
judgment has now been reserved for some time. 


The Inland Revenue has issued a circular letter to commissioners of in- 
come tax and surveyors of taxes, stating that the Board of Inland 
Revenue have received authority from the Lords Commissioners of the 
treasury to make allowances for the current financial year in respect to 
the ascesements under Schedule A of the income-tax in cases where tem- 
eaten aopocmen, tas tasdigstenlbng tat aettdog but the sctual 
, on nothing but actual 
reduction in money payment will be recognized as und for the re- 
mission. The tenant may be relieved from payment of tax on the amount 
remitted both under Schedules A and B on producing to the surveyor a 
certificate from his landlord or the landlord’s agent of the amount given 
ond that on the rent remitted the tenant must 
. When thelandlord pays the tax under Schedule 
by deduction be may secure a corresponding reduction to 
to the tenant 
at 
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: 
g 


On the Central Criminal Court, George Bernard Harvey 
Drew, solicitor, pleaded guilty to embezzling large sums of money (ante, 
F tenced to ten years’ penal servitude. 


0 
8: 
F 
: 
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AN EXTRAORDINARY APPLICATION OF THE 
DOCTRINE OF CONCEALMENT. 


Tue case of Blackburn v. Vigors (17 Q. B. D. 553) raised a very 
interesting and important point of marine insurance law. our 


to the assured vitiates a policy of marine insurance ; and it seems 
likewise clear that concealment by an agent who effects the policy 
has the same effect; but the case to which we refer carries the 
doctrine of concealment to a much greater length. 

The facts were these: the plaintiff, who himself was perfectly 
innocent of any concealment, employed an insurance broker to 
effect a policy of re-insurance on a certain ship which was over- 
due. Whilst the broker was acting on behalf of the plaintiff he 
received information of a material fact tending to shew that the 
ship was lost. The broker did not communicate this information 
to the plaintiff, but did not obtain an insurance for him. After- 
wards the plaintiff, through another broker (the first broker’s 
authority having been terminated) effected a policy of insurance, 
lost or not lost, which was underwritten by the defendant. The 
ship had, in fact, been lost some time before the plaintiff tried to 
insure, but neither the plaintiff nor the broker who effected the 
insurance knew of, or concealed from the defendant, any fact tend- 
ing to shew that the ship had been lost. It was held in the Court 
of Appeal, by Lindley and Lopes, L.JJ., Lord Esher, M.R., dis- 
senting, that the plaintiff could not recover on the policy. We 
hope this case will go to the House of Lords, because it is not 
satisfactory that there should be a division of opinion on a point 
of so much importance. A great part of the judgments is taken 
up with the discussion of previous decisions, but we hardly think 
that they are so conclusive either way that the question could be 
considered as concluded by authority in the Court of Appeal, and 
still less in the House of Lords; and therefore the case may be 
regarded, as it seems to us, as one which must ultimately turn on 
general principles. 

We think that the substance of the opposing views may be put 
very shortly as follows: one view is that the assured can only be 
affected by the non-communication to the underwriter, by himself 
or his agent employed to effect the insurance in question, of a 
material fact known to himself or such agent. In the case in ques- 
tion it will be observed that there could not possibly have been 
a communication of the material fact in respect of the insurance 
sued upon, because the fact was known neither to the principal 
nor to the agent who effected the insurance. The opposite view 
appears to be this: that the assured is to be treated as if he knew 
every fact that ought to have been communicated to him in the 
course of business by a servant or agent employed by him, and 
that, it having been the duty of the first agent employed by the 
plaintiff to communicate the material fact to him, he could not be 
in a better position by reason of the breach of such duty on the 
part of the person employed by him than he would have been in 
if it had been fulfilled. 

This appears to us, to use a somewhat colloquial expression, 
rather a strong order. The rule that affects a man with the 
unauthorized acts or fraud of his agent who effects the contract in 
such a case bears somewhat hardly on the principal; but it seems, 
on the whole, just, as springing out of the principles that, of two 
innocent ms, the one who has employed the knaye must 
suffer, and that you cannot approbate and reprobate—i.e., claim to 
take advantage of your agent’s action without also being affected 
by it as if it was your own; otherwise the employer of an 
unscrupulous agent would have a great advantage. But in the 
present case, it will be observed, there is no question of any breach 
of duty or fraud by the agent effecting the contract, he and 
the principal being quite innocent of any concealment in fact. 
There was no real breach of any duty towards the underwriter by the 
agent who actually effected policy, or by the principal. The 
argument is that the first agent ought to have told the plaintiff 
of the material fact so that he might try to insure on that basis, 
and that the plaintiff is to be affected by the information that he 
cage te Davy hed mate Haewe to him as if he, in fact, had such 

rmation. It is to be observed that the word “‘ ought,” as used 
here, clearly cannot mean that there was any default on the 
plaintiff's part in not obtaining the information, the only default 
alleged being that of the firet agent in not communica’ it to 





|him. Morcover, we do not feel quite sure that in any legal sense 


readers are, of course, aware, concealment of a material fact known . 
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of the word “ ought,” the first agent ought to have communicated 
the material fact to the plaintiff. He ought not to effect an insur- 
ance for the omer concealing the fact, but we doubt whether, 
legally, his obligation went further: what his moral duty might 
be is a nice question. To whom was the alleged duty? To the 
plaintiff, not to an underwriter, because this agent effected no 


‘insurance. But how could there be such a duty towards the plain- 


tiff in any legal sense ? 

The question that at once arises is, why is the plaintiff to be 
affected by the knowledge of the first agent, the policy not having 
been effected by such agent but by another? It is quite obvious, 
as it seems to us, that there is need of some further reason than 
that which governs the case where it is the agent through whom 
the policy in ay ag has been effected who has been guilty of the 
concealment, for the reasons there given will not apply. hat is 
the principle suggested by the judgments of the majerity? It 
appears to be that of general expediency ; that it is expedient, 
having regard to the general results, that insurers should stand in 
no better position by reason of the concealment from them by their 
servants or agents of material facts which, in the ordinary course 
of business ought to be, and would be, communicated. We can, 
to some extent, understand the application of this view to servants 
like the captain of the ship or general agents, but it seems to us 
going rather far to extend it to an agent employed casually for 
the one particular purpose of effecting an insurance on a particular 
ship on a particular occasion. There is a vast difference between 
the position of an agent or servant who is employed to conduct a 
business in general or generally to conduct a particular branch of 
it, such as the affairs of a particular ship, and a person employed to 
effect one particular contract. We can understand that it may be 
expedient, having regard to the ordinary probabilities of business 
and the general effect, to impute the knowledge of a captain to his 
owner, as in Gladstone v. King (1 M. & 8. 35), but it does not 
seem to us to follow that it is so necessary from the expediency of 
the thing to impute to the insurer the knowledge of anybody he 
may have casually employed previously to endeavour to effect an 
insurance. It is obvious that in the one class of cases there might 
be a frequent risk of wilful and deliberate detention of facts from 
insurers by their employés, in order to put them in a better position 
to insure, of which it would be inequitable, under the circum- 
stances, that they should take advantage, and also the possibility 
of pretended ignorance which it would be impossible to disprove, 
but in cases similar to that which we are discussing we do not eee 
that the same risk arises. It seems to us very arguable that it 
was, as it were, a mere accident that the plaintiff had previously 
tried to effect a policy through a broker who —— to obtain 
knowledge of a particular fact, and when that er’s employ- 
ment terminated it was, for this purpose, as if it had never been ; 
and that it is stretching the doctrine of concealment to a most 
unreasonable length to impute to the imsurer the knowledge of 
_ an agent so as to avoid a contract which was honestly 
effected. 








CONCERNING SEARCHES. 
(XVI.) JUDGMENTS. 
II. Taz Mopzrw Law or Jupesewts (continued). 


Summary of the law as to judgments entered up after 1 & 2 Viet. 
¢. 110, and on or before July 23, 1860 (23 § 24 Viet. c. 38).— 
Such interests, legal or equitable, as are ca of being delivered 
in legal execution under an elegit (ants, p. 41) cam be taken as 
against the debtor from the date of entering up the judgment, and 
as against purchasers from the date of registration in the regi 
of judgments (1 & 2 Vict. c. 110, ss. 11, 19, ante, pp. 42, 57). 
In the case of interests incapable of being taken in legal execu- 
tion, as where there is not a simple trust of the whole beneficial 
interest for the debtor, ¢.g., where he has only an Any an 
tion (ante, pp. 4, 42), the creditor can, from the same 
tively, obtain equitable execution by the appointment of a 
(ante, p. 42) as under the old law (ante, pp. 24, 25). 


The creditor also acquires, from the same dates respectively, a 


charge (enforceable at the expiration of one year 
the judgment) upon the lands of the judgment debtor, i ) 
ing estates and interests therein which ate incapable of beftiy 


=< 
taken in legal execution (1 & 2 Vict. oc. 110, as. 13, 19, ante, 
pp- 42, 57). 

The creditor cannot enforce the provisions of either section 1 
or section 13 of 1 & 2 Vict. c. 110 against unless 
until there has been due registration of the under section 
19 of that Act (ante, p. 57), nor, after the ez of five yearsfrom 
the original registration, unless there has a i 
within five years before the execution ee YET, 8 
c. 11,8. 4; 18 Vict. c. 15,8. 6; ante, p.58). But 1 & 2 Vict.«. 110 


did not repeal the earlier statutes, and, where a judgment was not 
ji oda remained liable to the id law, so that the 
creditor was entitled in such a case to enforee such rights as he 
aes had pe the Aa of 1&2 sin Soe Vf coches 

is judgment or ecting notice . 25). 
By 2 & 3 Vict. c. 11, however, the dockets were Steed and by the 
effect of 18 Vict. c. 15, s. 4, judgments entered up before I & 2 
Vict. c. 110 were required to be registered in order to affect 
purchasers (ante, p. 58). 

Purchasers with notice of judgments were by 8&4 
Vict. c. 82, s. 2, from the operation of 1 & 2 Viet. o. 110, unless 
and until such judgments were registered under section 19 of the 
last-mentioned Act; but they remained liable to the old lew until 
18 Vict. c. 15 protected them in that og aap also. They were 
also protected by 18 Vict. c. 15, s. 5, from the new law, where the 
judgment, though registered under 1 & 2 Vict. e. 110, s. 19, had 
not been re-registered under 2 & 3 Vict. e. 11 within five years 
before the conveyance, though there may be some doubt whether 


the protection so given extended to the remedies under the old le 
(ante, p. 58). 

Purchasers without notice were from the 
1 & 2 Viet. c. 110 by 2 & 8 Viet. c. 11, s. 5, but in 
to leave them still liable to such rights as were 
the old law upon a docketed judgment (ante, p. 58). It has been 
often pointed out (see Dart. V. & P., 5th ed., 456) that want of 
notice is very difficult to prove, and cannot in practice be safely 
relied upon. 

Effect of contract for sale-—The rales above stated fit the 
rights of the parties as to j ents prior to a contract of sale. But 
when A. has contracted to lands to B., the latter has become 
in equity the owner of the lands; and it follows, from ba nae 
ples laid down above (pp. 4, 42), that a creditor, under any j 
entered up after the of contract, can have no rights 
forceable against the beneficial interest in the lands sold, for it has 
ceased to to the jud t debtor. But (ante, p. 4) if B. 


gmen ; 

has notice of such a judgment, he cannot tee ae 
oben pergeed omy mme beemyndborer 2 9 boy upon 
the unpaid purchase-money, though he cannot take the land itself 
. & P. 472). Moreover, where @ 


terms as 


(see Dart. judgment, 
entered up before, is not until after @ contract of 
section 19 of 1 & 2 Vict. ¢. 110 the creditor of the 
et the extended —— i ven be ya Ete et 

can have no chargé w though mags 
obtained delivery in execution of estates and interests ¢ meet 


which was extendible under the old law. 

23 § 24 Vict. c. 38.—This Act, which was 
of purchasers and mortgagees, and does not affect the 
ee as between a creditor and 
applies to judgments en 
on or before the 29th of 
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the operation of a judgment. ‘ Rules” are not mentioned. There 
is no provision for re-registration of executions. 

This Act does not repeal 1 & 2 Vict. c.-110 or 2 & 3 Vict. c. 
11; and it would appear that judgments coming within it must be 

i and re-registered in the registry of judgments under 
those Acts. This seems to be assumed by the terms of the 2nd 
section, which directs the execution to be registered in the name 
of the person ‘in whose behalf the judgment . . . was 

istered ;” and there is no provision such as that contained in 27 
& 28 Vict. c. 112, s. 3 ( post), negativing the necessity of register- 
ing the judgment. 

It has been suggested that 23 & 24 Vict. c. 38 applies only to 
interests which can be taken in legal execution under an elegit, 
and that, therefore, a purchaser might be liable to the creditor’s 
charge under 1 & 2 Vict. c. 110, s. 13, upon a registered judg- 
ment, though no registered writ of execution be found. But 
similar words in 27 & 28 Vict. c. 112 ( post) were held not to be so 
limited: Hatton v. Haywood (9 Ch. 233). The Act mentions 
“other due process of execution,” and it has been held that 
the appointment of a receiver is a delivery in execution of such 
interests as cannot be taken in legal execution: Hatton v. Haywood 
(ubé sup.). The words of 23 & 24 Vict. c. 38 are that no judgment 
** shall affect any land” until a writ or process of execution is regis- 
tered; and it is submitted that for the protection of purchasers, 
such registration is required in order to give the creditor a right 
to enforce the charge under 1 & 2 Vict. c. 110, s. 13: see Wallis 
v. Morris (12 W. R. 997), where Romilly, M.R., said that ‘ the 
Act would not allow the creditor to keep his judgment hanging 
over the heads of other people. He must issue execution or his 
charge could not affect a purchaser; the Act expressly stated that, 
and applied whether the interest was legal or equitable.” It was 
held in that case that the Act applied to an equity of redemption, 
which is incapable of being taken in legal execution. The charge 
under section 13 of 1 & 2 Vict. c. 110 could not, however, be enforced 
until the expiration of one year from the entering up of the judg- 
ment, whereas process of execution registered under 23 & 24 Vict. 
ce. 38 is not to affect a purchaser unless it is put in force within 
three months. Where legal delivery in execution was impossible, 
the Act might be complied with by obtaining the appointment of 
a receiver pending the expiration of the year, as in Yescombe v. 
Landor (7 W. R. 534, 28 Beav. 80, Dart, 474), and thus the 
object of limiting the length of search in all cases under the 
Act to a period of three months would be attained. And, though 
a writ of execution cannot be re-registered, yet, apparently, a 
second writ, or subsequent writs on the same judgment, could 
be registered: see Pask on Judgm. Suppl., p. 9n. ‘*The real 
object of the Act was to prevent the issuing of writs and the non- 
execution of them. It was to protect purchasers from that state 
of things”: per Lindley, L.J., in Re Pope (34 W. R. 693, 55 
L. T. 369). ‘‘ Under this statute a registered judgment, under 
which the land has not been actually delivered in execution, was 
made a charge upon the land only while a writ of execution was in 
force—viz., for a period of three calendar months from the date 
of registration of the writ”: Dart, V. & P. 485), 








CORRESPONDENCE. 
SOLICITORS AND HOUSE AGENTS. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 


Oo car tee erets. fee a profession here was pained and sur- 
ised by seeing that a solicitor, practising in the town from which I write, 
caused his name as a solicitor to be affixed to the entrance of certain 
house agent’s offices, who carry on their business in one of the suburbs, 
about s mile and a half from the solicitor’s own office in the town. 
The solicitor has no office on the premises, so far as is known, apart 
from the house agent’s offices. 
Undignified and objectionable as this method of obtaining work is, 
jot ee Ace, em So A firm of solicitors who are practising 
solicitors to Seaitoaedhinaes 24 Saaliane po 
as a ion society not a 
eri of 9 wile bom the solicitor’s own olices. The of 
is an ex-law clerk, and has nearly all 
ae ibers to the Trade Protection 
solicitors whose names appear at the 


Society. In this 





entrance have no offices on the premises apart from the debt | 


collectin, ney of the Trade Protection Society. It is not very 
difficult bee p be Es these t devices. That there is an 
understanding between the parties in each case is apparent, = 

I shall be glad to hear what the opinion of the profession is on 
this practice, as I was under the impression that people of this class— 
house agents, debt collectors, &c.—were in the profession kept at a 
distance, and generally looked upon with suspicion. 


Nov. 23. A Souicrror. 








NEW ORDERS, &c. 
HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE—CHANCERY DIVISION. 
ORDER OF COURT. 


Wednesday, the 24th day of November, 1886. 

Whereas, from the present state of the business before Mr, 
Justice Chitty, Mr. Justice North, Mr. Justice Stirling, and Mr, 
Justice Kekewich respectively, it is expedient that a portion of the 
causes assigned to Mr. Justice Chitty, Mr. Justice North, and Mr, 
Justice Stirling should for the purpose of trial or hearing only be 
transferred to Mr. Justice Kekewich ; now I, the Right Honourable 
Hardinge Stanley, Baron Halsbury, Lord High Chancellor of Great 
Britain, do hereby order that the several causes set forth in the 
schedules hereto be accordingly transferred from the said Mr. Justice 
Chitty, Mr. Justice North, and Mr. Justice Stirling, to Mr. Justice 
Kekewich, for the purpose of trial or hearing only, and be marked 
in.the cause books accordingly. And this order is to be drawn up 
by the registrar and set up in the several offices of the Chancery 
Division of the High Court of Justice. 


First ScuEpvu.e. 
From Mr. Justice Chitty (Witness Actions). 


Abbott v Abbott 1885 A 1,609 May 13 

Jeakes v Tibbits 1886 J 231 May 20 

Orchard v Williams 1884 O 462 May 20 

Williams v Martin 1885 W 2,887 May 20 

Howlett v Medway Navigation Proprietors 1885 H 3,327 May 20 

In re Turner, deceased Cork v Hutchinson 1886 T 550 May 20 

Perren v Baker 1886 P 246 June3 

Wright v Horrocks 1885 W 4,279 June4 

Wolferstan v Middleton 1886 W 846 June 4 

Smethurst v Sir C Lindsay & Co, Limited 1885 S 2,774 June5d 

Childs vy Warren 1885 © 5,843 June 16 

Burr v Wimbledon Local Board 1886 B 1,920 June 17 

Stephenson v Banks 1883 S 869 June 21 

Charlwood v Evans 1883 C 350 June 22 

Duke of Marlborough v Equity and Law Life, &c, Society 1886 M 
100 June 23 

Newman & Cov Pinto&Son 1886 N 175 June 23 

Mellor vy Thompson 1885 M 3,184 June 24 

Pidgley v Ellis 1886 P 81 June 28 

Young v Greenfield 1886 Y 34 June 25 

Shore v Pratt 1884 S 1,396 June 25 

Patey v Davis 1885 P 1,744 July 1 

Midland Railway Co v Micklethwait 1886 M 449 July 2 

Stone vSmith 1886 S 1,883 July 2 

Carter v Walls 1885 © 2,653 July 7 

In re M Watson, deceased Watsonv Duncan 1885 W 1,773 July8 

In re J Darby, dec Vaughan v Pennefather 1886 D 641 July 10 

Smith v Harding 1886 S 1,466 July 13 

James v Pearless & Sons 1886 J 353 a 21 

Kinnears Patents, Limited v Allbright 18 K 268 July 22 

Golonya v Rath 1885 G 2,778 July 24 


Szconp Scugpuez. 

From Mr. Justice North (Witness Actions). 
In re Maudsley, Maudsley v Hughes 1885 M 842 Mar 25 
Harris v Christmas 1885 H 4,645 Mar 20 
Hoare v Bruton 1885 H 4,890 Mar 31 
In re Mellodew, Davies v Mellodew 1884 M 1,564 April 1 
Lagerwall v Gritten 1885 L 3,255 April 6 
Grogan v Sutton, Bart, 1880’ G 100 apall 7 

v Sutton, Bart 6G106A 
Armitage v Newsum 1885 A 1,198 April 9 
ttorney-General litan Railwa: Co 1886 A 86 April 10 
London and Count; Co, Imd v ey 1886 L 165 April 10 
Wilkinson v 1885 1,441 April 16 
Ager v Blacklock 1884 A 1,607 21 
Burroughs vy Wood 1885 B 6,368 April 21 
Sequin ¥ &anr 1883 8 5,829 April 21 
JO Costing & Oo, imd v J 0 Gostiin 
, v tling 1886 G 273 April 28 

Tucker v Bennett 1885 T 1,252 May 6 
In re E W Jones, Jones v Cottier 1885 J 112 May 8 
Hammond y Robertson 1884 H 3,320 May 17 
Ghirelli v Pryor 1885 G 1,516 May 20 
Hartopp ¥ 1885 H 4817 May 21 
P 8 Trustees v Hartopp P 3,131 May 21 
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James v Lovel 1886 J 236 June 3 

Penrith Farmers’ Auction Oo, lmd v Harrison & Son 1884 P 578 June 4 

Shield v Winder 1886 8 735 June 9 

Metropolitan District Ry Co v Metropolitan Ry Co 1886 M 99 June 10 

Metropolitan District Ry Co v Metropolitan and District Joint Committee 
and Metropolitan Ry Co 1885 M 1,557 June 10 

Wylson & Long v Dunn 1886 W 634 June 11 

In re Denston, Denston vy Denston 1886 D 155 June 11 

London Portland Cement Co, Imd v Northfleet, &c, Brickfields Co, Imd 
1886 L 456 June 17 


“4 ti 


Turmp ScHEpuyz. 
From Mr. Justice Stirling (Witness Actions). 


Abrahams v Nathan & ors 1885 A 1,572 April 5 

Faulding v Crosbie 1885 F 1,753 April 6 

Viney v Oppenheimer 1885 V 699 April 7 

Heaver v Beyfus 1885 H 4,403 April 8 

In re H Jones, Jones v Digby 1885 J 1,794 April 8 

Haydock v Bradbury 1885 H 5,028 April 9 

Phillips v Williams 1885 P 1,349 April 9 

Levi v Champion & Co, lmd 1886 L 388 April 10 

Firth v Slingsby 1885 F 1,868 April 13 

Audin v Audin 1885 A 1,052 April 14 

Turner v Meakin 1885 T 2,097 April 14 

Harvey v Meynell 1885 H 3,779 April 19 

Royal Bristol Permanent Building Society v Bomash 1885 R 2,623 Apr 30 

Lindfield v Cowland 1885 L 3,130 May 3 

Parker v Brown 1885 P 164 May 6 

Arnott v Hayes 1885 A 1,226 May 6 

Williams v Alt 1886 W 544 May 10 

Pickersgill v Booth 1885 P 2,994 May 11 

Stanley Jones v Jones 1886 S 470 May 14 

Real Property Trust, lmd v Harrison 1885 R 399 May 14 

Manchester, Sheffield, &c, Ry Co vy Denaby Main Colliery Co, lmd 1885 
M 1,321 May 17 

In re Morris Lewis v Prosser Prosser v Lewis 1883 M 

Sheppard, on behalf, &c v Scinde Punjaub, &c, Co 


Crofton v Wood 1886 C 983 May 20 
Winter v Davis 1886 W 418 
In re Ogle Evettv Ogle 1885 
sex 1886 P 122 
Powell v Vickerman 1885 

Nash v Hayward 1885 N 1,302 May 27 





O 221 May 21 
P 2.554 May 24 


y 
ollison 1886 A 329 May 29 
Debenham v Pickess 1885 D 1,756 May 29 
Rogerson v Simpson 1885 R 2,589 


annan 1886 M 935 
Stuckey v Coleman 1883 S 139 Junel 
Heath v Brooks 1885 
Griffin v Bently 1885 
Earl of Chichester v Morton 1886 O 928 June 10 
Coburn v Collins 1886 © 


H 2,980 Junel 
G 2,594 June7 








CASES OF THE WEEK. 


OFFIOIAL RECEIVER (as Trustee of IZON, A BANKRUPT) v. 
TAILBY—O. A. No. 1, 20th November. 


Brit or Sate—Assicnuent or Futurs Boox Dests—Vatrnrry or. 


In 1879 Izon, a packing case manufacturer, carrying on business at 
Birmingham, made an atrangement with his creditors for the 
a composition on his debts by instalments, for the last of w 
became surety. As security for the payment to 
ht be called upon to pa 
ay, 1879, assigned to him his furniture, fittings, stock 
also all the book debts due and owing, or which 
might, during the continuance of the security, become due and owing to 
the mortgagor (Izon).’’ Tyrrell paid the ins 
sition; and, default havin 
executors—Tyrrell having 
Notice of the assignment was given to the debtor. 
having arisen since the date of the bill of sale, the defendant received 
In January, 1885, Izon became bankrupt, and the 
official receiver of his estate brought this action to recover the amount of 
one of these debts so paid to the defendant as a test case, contendin, 
the assignment was not sufficiently specific to pass the 
The Queen’s Bench Division, re 
judge of Birmingham, gave jud 

@ vy. Marshall, 11 W. R. 171, 1 

. 867, 3 H. & OC. 955; Lesarus v. Andrade, 29 W. R. 15, 
50. P. D, 318; Red’ Epinnei?, 30 W. R, 423, 20 Ch. D. 758; Clements v. 
Matthews, 11 Q. B. D. 808, were cited. 

Tue Covxr allowed the appeal. Lord Esner, M.R., said that the true 
construction of the clause in the bill of sale as to the book debts was that it 
applicd to book debts in any trade which Izon carried on then or there- 
In every case it had been assumed that 


on demand of any 
sums which he m is guarantee, Izon, by 
a bill of sale, in 


in-trade, &c., ‘‘an 


ment due under the compo- 
yment to him, Ty 
k debts to the defendant. 
Certain book debts 


been made in re 
ed—assigned the 


payment of them. 


the judgment of the 
ent for thedefendant. On 
H. L. Cas. 191; Belding v. 





aiter in any part of the world. 





—— 
there existed a doctrine that Dherey pe of the might be 
so vague that the court would hold mothing” peer nde the ale 


‘waa usual to Keep books in which the debte ought to be entered, and were 
not confined to de aif entered tn the books. 


not confined bts which had been actually entered If 
the description had been confined to book debts arising in the same 
business, carried on on 


in the same or Tf carried any- 
— the cee wae Beg hg Bet bere 

was altogether assignment was consequently 

The plaintiff, Gherebee, “tae entitled to judgment. Luopizy and Lorzs, 
L.JJ., concurred.—OCounset, Sir B. Clarke, 8.G., and Muir Mackenzie 
Finlay, Q.C., and Adkins. Soxtcrrons, Solicitor to the 
Robinson, Preston, & Stow, for J. J. Bagnall, Birmingham. 


COLEMAN v. LLEWELLYN—C. A. No. 2, 23rd November. 


Morrcace—ForzscLosune—RepempTion—Ricut to Rents Recervep sy 
Recetver Arrer Dars or Onrer Cisex’s Oxeriricate. 

This was an appeal from the decision of North, J. (ante, p. 28). The 
action was a foreclosure one, and the who was the first mort- 
gagee, applied to North, J., for an of foreclosure absolute against 
the mortgagor. The second m hed been already absolutely fore- 
closed. > copailine’ fhe ial . 
rents and royalti e mining property 

of which had been Tie cout, bet a bllanes toasealta ihe 

ands. Part of the money had been received since the date of the chief 
clerk’s certificate. The judgment, at the trial, allowed the second 
gagee and the mortgagor successive 
tained a provision that any redeeming, or the 
of foreclosure, should be at to apply in cham 
transfer of any money in court or in the hands of the r 
contended on beat St the Seer ee ree distinguished 
the case from Jenner-Fust v. Needham (34 W. R. 409, . 
Ch. D. 582 ; 30 Sourcrors’ Journnat, 255, 271, 418, 449), and that the 
sup froeh anos cf eaheegita tie Se pageant and that he 
any fresh account or was 
entitled to the whole of the m in court and in the receiver’s hands. 
North, J., held that the case not be from Jenner-Fust 
v. Needham. And he directed a further account to be taken, and allowed 
the mortgagor one month from the date of the fresh certificate, for redemp- 
tion. 


‘ Eb Court = APPEAL Serres ev dbs Fray, L.JJ.) raeee ae iotawet 
olding that, by reason of the 

the Ieintift was clearly entitled to win te asked. me court 
could not go behind the j it, but the reason for inserting 
this very special clause was the judge thought that the royalties were 
in the nature of corpus of the estate.—Counsst, J. @. Wood 
Peacock § Goddard, 


Re STRANGWAYS, HIOKLEY +. STRANGWAYS—C. A. No. 2, 
19th November 


; 


Serrtep Lanp—Pgrson navine Powsrs or Tenant ror Lirs—Texayt 
yor Lirs suspect to Trust ror AccumuLaTion oF Rants—Serriep 
Lanp Act, 1882, ss. 2 (7), 58 (1) (vt.). 

This was on. sggeel, Gun: 6a of Chitty, J. (30 Soxrcrrons’ 
JournnaL, 44), e question being whether a tenant for life 
land, subject to a trust for the accumulation of the whole 
for a term, was a person ha 
the Settled Land Act, 1882. B 
devised his estate to trustees, on trust to accumulate the rents and profits 
for twenty years, and apply them in el period to managing and increas- 
ing the estates, and at the that to 
Section 58, sub-section 1, Act — as 
follows shall, when the estate or interest of either of them is in posses- 
sion, have the powers of a tenant for life under this Act, as 


q 


He 
2 


them were a tenant for life as defined in this Act—mamely: . . . (vi) 
A tenant for bis own or any other life . . . whose estate . . . is 
subject to a trust for accumulation of income for of 


debts 
or other p ”*; and by section 2, sub-section 7, “‘ a person being 
tenant for lite baie shall be deemed to be such 
that, under the settlement or otherwise, the settled land, or his estate or 
interest thereiy, is incumbered or charged in any manner and to any 
extent.’’ Chitty, J., held that the son was not the 
powers of a tenant for life. 
Tus Covrr or AprgaL 
affirmed the decision. Oorron, 
enumerated in section 


ag om possession, or to anon profits. 
son no t to or or 
sub-section 1 vf scion Sta appl, th sm mae bron ame 
diate t right to an estate for life, trast 
mulation. Here 
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did not make his future estate or interes: an estate or interest in posses- 

sion. Hanwen, P., concurred. Fry, L.J., said that there was no viola- 

- aR oe yet 
@ ample powers given to a person who was 

~—CovunseL, Cookson, DC, and Ingle Joyce PT J. Hood ; Ince, 

C., and Hull; George Henderson. Soxscrrors, Prideaux ¢ Sons ; H. 8. 


BANNATYNE v. THE DIRECT SPANISH TELEGRAPH 00.~ 
C. A. No. 2, 23rd November. 


Company—Repvction oy Carrrat—Prererence SHARzs. 


The question in this case was whether a company, having under the 
| ne pars of their articles of association issued preference shares with a 

ed preferential dividend, can afterwards, without the consent of all the 
holders of preference shares, reduce the whole of their capital, including 
the preference capital, with a corresponding reduction of the dividend on 
that The company was registered in 1872 for the purpose of 

telegraphic communication between this country and Spain, 
with s nominal capital of £130,000 in £10 . By the articles of 
association nd was given, with the previous sanction of a special 
, to the capital by the issue of new shares with a prefer- 
ential and also from time to time to reduce the capital and to 
alter the amount and denomination of its shares, In 1874 the directors 
were authorized by ial resolutions to increase the capital by 6,000 
new shares of £10 each, such shares to be entitled to a preferential 
Gividend of ten per cent. per annum, and the deficiency in payment of 
dividend in any year to be made up out of the profits of any succeed- 
All the 6,000 new shares were issued and paid up in full. No 
ordinary shares had been paid since the 30th of June, 
per cent. dividend on the preference shares was paid 
of June, 1884, since which time the company had 
had placed to a reserve fund nearly the whole of 
its. One of the company’s submarine cables had broken 
tember, 1886, the directors called a meeting of the 
to ider a proposed reduction of capital. The circular 
meeting pointed out that the examination of the cable having 
ewiag that it could not be advantageously restored, the 
now to adopt one of two alternatives advised by 
either discontinue the payment of dividend on all the 
ding the preference shares, until sufficient money was 
ulated to lay a new cable, or else take steps to write off a proper 
amount of the existing capital as unrepresented by assets, and that as 
the former alternative would involve the suspension of all dividends for 
ten years, the better course appeared to be to reduce the capital by 
writing off £5 share on all the shares—in other words, to ioleee the 
by one-half. At a meeting of the shareholders on the 30th of 
September it was resolved, by a majority of the ordinary and preference 
shareholders, that, in consequence of the abandonment of the company’s 
cable, the capital should be reduced in the manner a age 
resolution was duly confirmed. The plaintiff, who was a holder of 
both preference and ordinary shares, protested and voted against the 
resolution on the groun‘ that the effect of the resolution would be to 
the preference shareholders of £3,000 per annum, or half the 
they would be entitled to receive under the conditions upon 
shares were issued, and to put it into the pockets of 
iders. The resolutions having been carried, the 
action, on behalf of himself and the other holders 
preference in the company, against the company and their 
restrain the ts from acting on the resolutions. 

Bacon, V.C., granted the injunction. 

Tuz Cover or Arrzat (Corrox and Fry, L.JJ.) reversed the decision 
and dissolved the injunction. Corrox, L.J., said that, at the time when 
this company was formed, the Companies Act, 1867—which enables any 
company limited by shares, by special resolution, if authorized so to do by 
Sis Mpeisiions an exighnelly tenes er as altered by special resolution, to 
reduce its capital—was in ion; and the operation of the articles of 

which authorized the ew by ial resolution, from 

reg in respect of that Act. 

having regard to the contract between 
) preference shareholders, it was competent by sub- 
sequent resolution to reduce the amount of the capital. It was argued 
that the mere existence of preference shares entitled ‘‘to a fixed prefer- 
dividend of ten per cent. - annum” was in iteelf conclusive 

uce it. In bis lordship’s opinion that contention 

Under the Act of 1867 Trection 9) power was given 
generally to reduce the capital, and the articles of association of this 
provided that all capital raised by the creation of new shares 
considered as part of the original capital, and should be subject 
nee ne mageete oe haps DP syed tonoder, nal 
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capital. If capital should be lost, wholly or partially, or the com 
became tos bene hy Mery the loss must 4 borne, net only 
by the preference shareholders also. 


een the company and the preference 

would be broken unless the — shareholders were to 
continue to receive the same amount of dividend as they had hitherto 
as if there had been a contract to grant a 


perpetual of £6,000 a year: and, accordingly, that the compan 
Fee ok enti, 0 3 raion of ht capital, Cat of ny oa a 


as = rae idia: ain: aback adeer ae 
yg Bae leased, uce their capital. 
the effect of the Act of 1867 snuck uot be Gestzoged,, the Giscctore 


ought to be prevented from evading their contract. It could not be 
for the issue of 6,000 new shares, 


successtully contended that the contract 


with a fixed preferential dividend of ten cent., would be broken b 
reducing the value of the shares from £10 to £5 each. The di 
—— was, in his lordship’s opinion, not a dividend of £1 share, 

ut a dividend of ten per cent. on the capital; and, if tr hoy 
were reduced, the would still be performed by giving a di d 
of ten per cent. on the amount of the preference , though that 
amount had been reduced by one-half. Teenial guesiolens for reducing 
the capital were contained in the articles of association, and those who 
ente into contracts with the company ought to be considered as 
knowing tke provisions of the Act of 1867, s. 9, and that these pro- 
visions applied to preference as well as to ordinary shares. It was 
contended, aowever, that the Companies Act, 1877, had rendered it 
impossible to do effectually what was proposed to be done by these 
resolutions. But, when the contract was entered into in 1874, the Act 
of 1867 only was in operation, and there had been decisions under that 
Act that the proposed reduction of capital could be legally effected. 
He to those decisions was that of Jessel, M.R., in The Ebbw Vale Oo, 
(4 Ch. D. 827). The Act of 1877 did not deal with that as being the law, 
but declared what was to be the operation of the Act of 1867 in questions 
of reductions of capital. And, if it were necessary to determine the 

uestion, his lordship was by no means satisfied that the view taken by 

essel, M.R., was correct. On the true construction of the resolutions of 
1874, which embodied the bargain with the | prewar shareholders, he 
was of opinion that there was no rescission of that contract in what was 
proposed to be done by the directors, and nothing to prevent that which 
was a simple reduction of capital. In his lordship’s opinion a judge had 
full discretion to sanction an order for reduction of capital, and the order 
might be refused when it would bear hardly upon existing interests or 
was not being done for an honest purpose. Fry, L.J., concurred. The 
words of the Act of 1867 were wide and general, and, at the time when 
that Act passed, it was a well-known fact that preference shares were in 
existence. It was impossible, therefore, to conclude that the Legislature, 
with full knowledge of that fact, did not intend that preference, av 
with other shares, should be included in ite operation.—CovunsgL, Rigby, 
Q.C., and Phipson Beale; Buckley, Q.C.; Marten, Q.C., and H. B. Howard. 
Soricrtors, Murray, Hutchins, ¢ Stirling ; Blunt § Lawford. 


EASTON v. THE LONDON JOINT STOCK BANK-—0. A, No. 2, 12th 
November. 


Piepce or Srock anp Bonps—Biank TRANSFER—RE-PLEDGE BY PLEDGEE 
FOR HIS OWN Dent—Rucut or Hotper ror VaLug witout Notice. 


In this case an important question arose as to the rights of bankers 
with respect to securities deposited with them by a person who holds 
them for a limited purpose. The action claimed a declaration that 
certain bonds and securities, the property of the plaintiff S., which he 
had Landed over to the plaintiff E. as bis agent for the purpose of 
raising money, were a security in the hands of several banking com- 
panies, who were defendants, for such an amount ys A as was actually 
owing by S. and E. to M., a money-dealer. M. had advanced money to 
the plaintiffs on the bonds and other securities deposited with him by E., 
and had afterwards deposited them with the ks as security for 
advances made by them to himself. The banks claimed to hold the 
securities as a security for what was due to them by M. They alleged a 
general custom or practice in the City of London for money-lenders to 
pledge securities deposited with them by borrowers to bankers en Jloc, 80 
as to make the securities a pledge, not merely for the actual advances 
made to the original borrower by the money-lender, but for the whole 
amount which might be owing by the money-lender to the banks with 
whom he had deposited the securities. In November, 1882, 8. supplied 
E. with certain securities to be used in raising a loan of £20,000 for a 
joint speculation. E. informed 8. that he would get the money from 
M., a money-dealer, who, in conjunction with a bank or banks, would 
find the money. S. accordingly executed blank transfers of certain 
railway stock, which were given to E. and handed over by him to M. in 
exchange foraloan. M., in accordance with his usual practice, pledged 
the stock with certain banks, filling in, as transferees, the names of 
officers of the banks, and the transfers were duly registered. Bonds 
payable to bearer were also supplied by S. to E. fora similar purpose 
and in April, 1883, a further advance was obtained from M. M. pledged 
the securities of 8. with three banks who were defendants to the action, 
her with the securities of other customers, on the terms that each 
and all of the securities should be answerable for the debts due by him to 
the banks respectively, the securities being changed at the Stock 
Exchange settling-day, and M. being bound, when required, to keep up a 
margin. There was evidence that this was done in accordance with a 
ractice prevailing in the City of London. M. rug tad payment in May, 
Ts83, ere were then in the hands of one of the ks certain railwa 
stock supplied by 8. ; in the hands of another bank certain bonds payable 
to bearer; and in the hands of the third bank certain railway stock and 
bonds. The securities had been realized by the hanks. The action was 
brought by 8. and E., as co-plaintiffs, st the three banks and the 
trustee in bankruptcy of M., to redeem the securities on payment only of 
the balance owing to M. from E. On behalf of the plaintiffs it was 
contended that, under the circumstances, the banking companies must 
have known that M. was dealing with securities which were not his own, 
and that, though some of the securities were a gy ong and the others 
were actually ered in the names of es for the banks, the 
equity of the owner remained. On behalf of the banks it was con- 
tended that 8, and E. both knew in fact what M. was doing, and 
authorized him to do it, and that, at any rate, E. knew it, and was acting 
within the —— ven him 8., which was to raise the money 
quocunque modo; and, her, that, even if neither of them knew M.’s 





course of dealing, inasmuch as they had gone on the London market to 
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obtain the loan they were bound by 
there was a good legal custom in the City of London tor money-dealers 
to inten Senta of borrowers from them im the way that M. had 

the plaintiffs’ securities to the defendant banks. Pearson, J., 


as his principal, was equally bound. 
Tue Cover or Arrzat (Corrox, Bowsn, and Fry, L.JJ.) affirmed 
the decision, though on a more 


sum of money? Pearson, J., thought that E. borrowed the money as a 
principal, and not as an agent of S. But, in his lordship’s opinion, the 
correspondence between the parties did not shew that it was intended that 
E. might deal with the securities by way of sale. It was intended that 
they should be mortgaged, but when the mortgage was paid off they 
were to be restored. e bonds, however, had been treated on the foot- 
ing of passing by delivery and as payable to bearer. As to the stocks, 
transfers in blank had been signed by S., and the banks had, therefore, 
the legal estate in them. Some of the bonds were payable to bearer, and 
the others, although not perhaps in law negotiable ments, bore on 
the face of them statements from which persons were justified in assuming 
that they were negotiable. The real question was whether the banks were 
purchasers for value without notice. It was a fact that in the market of 
the City of London these particular bonds were treated as 
securities ; but his lordship would hesitate to hold that 
negotiable securities merely on that account. He t, however, that 
the case came within what was said by Lord Cairns in i 
(1 App. Cas. 489) :—*‘ The lant might have kept this scrip in his 
own » and, if he done so, no question like the present 
could have arisen. He preferred, however, to me 

and under the control, of his broker or 
that it remained in the agent’s hands for 
the bonds when issued, as the a 
hands the scrip would come could know nothing of the title of the appel- 
lant, or of any private instructions he might have given to 

The scrip itself would be a representation to anyone taking it—e re- 
sentation which the appellant must be taken to have made, or to have been 
a party to—that if the scrip were taken in good faith, and for value, the 
person taking it would stand to all intents and p in the place of 
the previous holder.” In his lordship’s opini the bankers must be 
treated as knowing that the securities were taken by M. in the ordinary 
course of his business, and they had established their title as purchasers 
for value without notice of the right which 8. claimed, taking the securi- 
ties as they had done in the ordinary course of business. Bowzy and Fry, 
LJJ., were of the same opinion.—Covnsen, Rigby, Q.C., and Grosvenor 
Woods ; Cookson, Q.C ,and W. D. Rawlins; Napier Higgins, QC., and F. 
Thompson ; Cozens- Hardy, Q.C., and Stokes ; George Cave. Soxscrrors, West, 
King, Adams, ¢ Co. ; Clarke, Rawlins, ¢ Co. ; Robins, Cameron, ¢ Kemm ; 
Gordon ¢ Son; R. 8. Gregson. 
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it in 
t, and, although it is stated 
or to 


PETTY v. DANIEL—Kay, J., 19th and 20th November. 


Pracrice—Norice vr Motion—Noricz or Prace were Motion wovitp 
kE Heanp—Szrvice or Arrrpavirs mm Svurrort—Appress ror Service 
-—Lonpow Acenr anp Oounrry Soxscrror—R. 8. C., 1883, XII., 10; 
LI., 4; LXVII., 2; LXX., 1. 


The vacation judge made an order for attachment the defendant 

SS seater eh ant, Se Yon, pu ecrinn ee on es mae 
ar on ground o' an e 

be liberated, The notice of motion stated that the court would 
moved ‘‘ at the Royal Courts of Justice,” and it was contended that this 
was not a sufficient description. The second t was that the affidavits 
in support of the motion had not been properly eerved, inasmuch as they 
were not served with the notice ot motion on the London agents at 
address for service, but were served separately on the country solicitor. 

Kay, J., said that the notice of motion was sufficient, but the affidavits had 
not been erly eerved within ord. 52, r, 4; ord. 12, xr. 10; ord. 67, ¥.2. 
They should have been served with the notice of motion at the address for 
service. Therefore, the order was voidable under ord. 70, r. 1; but it was 
thoroughly deserved and he would not cet it aside, but would, in the 
exercise of his discretion, order the defendant to be set at liberty. No 
costs.—Counszi, Oswald; Swinfen Eady. Sourscrrons, Torr, ee 
Gribble, & Oddie, for Wells ¢ Hind, Nottingham ; Johnson ¢ Weatherall, 
J. W. Briggs, Nottingham. 


CALLOW v. YOUNG—Chitty, J., 19th November. 


R. 8. ©., XLIV., 2, and LXVII. 7—Arracument—Barnacu or Unper- 
TAKING—Parsonat Sanvice—Ssrvice on Soricrror oN THE Recorp. 
This was a motion to attach the defendant for breach of an undertaking 
contained in an order of December, 18856, where 
took not to carry on a certain business in brea 
the plaintiff. It appeared that the undertaking was given at the hearing 


%, Q.0, 
of a motion for an interim injunction, and that the registrar's book was ' Lumiey ¢ Lumley. 


be | to secure the 


ed by the defendant's solicitor. In Noveniber, 1886, the action was 


and the plaintiff obtained judgment for a injunction, and 
an inquiry as to damages. The defendant not at the trial 
and solicitor on the record ceased to act for him t the time of 
the trial the plaintiff learnt that the defendant had committed breaches of 


Re FOWLER—Chitty, J., 20th November. 
Aprornrment or New Tausrers—Dnaonvtion or Ontormat Numer. 


This was an application for the tment of three new trustees of 
a settlement made on the marriage . and Mrs. Fowler in 1871 in the 
place of the three existing trustees, who all desired to retire. The petition 
Soe ne See ee it new trustees in the 
settlement was exerciseable by hus! and wife jointly and the 
husband was in Queensland, where he had been since 1874, and without 


any fixed abode. It ared that four trustees were when the 
settlement-was execu but one of them . There were no 
children of the niarriage. Great difficulty was ced in obtaining 


the consent of any persons to act as trustees in the place of the gentlemen 
who wished to retire. 
Curry, J., referred to the case of Re Gardiner’s Trusts (W. N., 1886, 


p- 140), where North, J., had declined to decrease the number of 

and said that he was inclined to think that the court could, even in the 

absence of special circumstances, reduce the number of trustees, and that 

many such orders had been made.~ If, however, special circumstances 

wyre poatend, 5s onmentaees Suet Che Sea 0s One Setnee Daren Sanna 
; |} an e 


of to act were special circumstances, 
and the order s sail he weds eocenas Wik aoe at the petition.— 
Counset, W. BE. Mozley. Sotscrrors, Taylor, Mason, ¢ Taylor. 


BAILEY +. THE SUNDERLAND EQUITABLE BUILDING SOCIETY 
—Stirling, J., 17th and 20th November. 


Morroace To secure Apvances To Secretary or Apvaxcrxe Socrery— 
** OrneR Moneys *’—Svums Emsezziep. 


The secre fo ee ee eee eS ee ee 
waliaeanamane eine mortgage was in the form usual to such 
cases, and was to secure the advanced, its ment by 
instalments, the interest, su sg other > The seore- 
pon Aree ys pce: Remper money bee the society, which endeavoured to 
prevent an assignee redemption on mortgage from 
redeeming except on he patie the sums embezzled, and the sums due 
for some goods supplied to the secretary, arguing that ‘‘ 
included such sums. 


goods su were not ¢jusdem generis with the to be 

consequently, moneys 
embezzled and the due for goods supplied. Graham 
Hastings, Q.C., and W. Pearson, Q.©., and B. Cutler, Source- 


Gatey; W. 
sy dat Scott, for Graham ¢ Shepherd, Sunderland ; 7. Southgate 


STOKES v. STOKES—Stirling, J., 18th November. 
Onper ror Execution or First Morrcace—Dativery or Trrtz Dexps. 
The question in this case was whether an order directing the defendant 
ae eae eee 
mortgage was mere 
without handing over the title shy 
the plaintiff against the defendant, one in the Queen’s Bench 


4 
! 
i 
i 





damages for breach of of the other in the Chancery 

rH Division by which she are socteendin ba te Sharliie tote 

Both the actions were compromised, and the terms of compromise were 

embodied in an order, dated the 28th of June, 1886, by which it was 

by consent ordered that the actions should be stayed, and that the plain- 

a. meng other SSG ptyce. ine Geen © Sele ery 

sum so long as should remain unmarried, such weekly payment to 

be secured by a first mortgage on certain leasehold houses to which the 

tiff was entitled. A by demise had been prepared by the 

eran ant smrens Sy Sp but he declined to hand over the 

Srrauio, J., said that he read the order as an on the part 

of the plaintiff to give to the defendant such a as mortgagees 

conmnartty. have. execute the wit handing over the 

title d was to give an » for the me 
the deeds, was in a » odes Be , and 

might be committed, or, at all events, rights of 

udiced. the Sees haa ggg eta Ye pe 

decd vered eee Qc, Norton ; 

fastings, Q.0 Stuiheld, and 2. R. Chapmen; 
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BANKRUPTCY CASES. 
Er parte KEARSLEY, Re GENESE—C. A. No. 1, 15th November. 


Banxevuprcy—Composirion orn Scuzrme—Approvat or Covrr—Spsgcrat 
Reso.tvution—ConriremMaTiIon—Discretion or RecistRan—Conpuct oF 
Banxevurt—Banxrvptcr Act, 1883, ss. 18, 23, 28. 


This was an appeal ty some of the creditors of a bankrupt against an 
order of Mr. Registrar Brongham sanctioning a composition which had 
been agreed to by the creditors under section 23 of the Bankruptcy Act, 
1886. Section 23 provides that :—‘‘ Where a debtor is adjudged bank- 
rupt, the creditors may, if they think fit, at any time after the adjudica- 
tion, by special resolution, resolve to entertain a proposal for a composition 
in satisfaction of the debts due to them, or for a scheme of arrangement 
of the bankrupt’s affairs, and thereupon the same proceedings shall be 
taken and the came consequences ensue as in the case of a composition 
or scheme accepted before adjudication.’’ And by section 18 :—‘ (1) The 
cre‘litors may at the first meeting, or any adjournment thereof, by epecial 
resolution, resolve to entertain a proposal for a composition in satisfaction 
of the debts due to them from the debtor, or a proposal for a scheme of 
arrangement of the debtor’s affairs; (2) the composition or scheme shall 
not he binding on the creditors unless it is confirmed by a resolution 
passed (by a majority in number representing three-fourths in value of all 
the creditors who have proved) at a subsequent meeting and is 
approved by the court; (4) the debtor or the official receiver may, 
after the composition or scheme is ccepted by the creditors, apply 
to the court to approve it; (6) if the court is of opinion that the 
terms of the composition or scheme are not reasonable, or are 
not calculated to benefit the general body of creditors, or in 
any case in which the court is required, under this Act, where the 
debtor is adjudged bankrupt, to refuse his discharge, the court shall, 
or if any such facts are proved as would under this Act justify the 
court in refusing, qualifying, or suspending the debtor’s discharge, 
the court may, in its discretion, refuse to approve the composition 
or scheme.” The “‘facts’’ there referred to are mentioned in sec- 
tion 28, and include (inter alia) the giving of a fraudulent prefer- 
ence by the bankrupt within three months preceding the date 
of the receiving order, and the having on any previous occasion made a 
statutory composition with his creditors. In the present case the bank- 
rupt had committed both these offences. After the adjudication the 
creditors passed a special resolution to accept a composition of 3s. in 
the offered by the bankrupt in satisfaction of their debts, and the 

ion was confirmed by a three-fourths’ majority at a subsequent 
meeting. The official receiver reported to the court that, having regard 
to the bankrupt’s estimate of his assets and liabilities contained in his 
statement of affairs made at the commencement of the bankruptcy, the 
proposed composition did not appear to be either reasonable or calculated 
to benefit the general boly of creditors. The trustee in the bankruptcy, 
however, made an estimate cf the present value of the assets and of the 
—_ required for costs, &c., which shewed that the assets 
would hardl sufficient to pay the proposed composition, and the registrar 
approved of. it. Some of the disscationt rer sy appealed, eal ther 
alleged that the confirmatory resolution was not, in fact, passed by the 
proper majority ; that the composition was unreasonable; and that, having 
regard to the conduct of the debtor, no composition or scheme ought to 
have been approved. On behalf of the bankrupt it was urged that the 
Court of Appeal would not interfere with the exercise of the registrar’s 
discretion, and that, in the case of a composition or scheme under section 
23, a confirmatory resolution is not required at all. On the latter point 
reliance was placed on the use of the word “‘acecpted”’ in section 23, as 
compared the use of the same word in sub-section 4 of section 18, the 
word there referring to a composition or scheme as to which both a special 
and a confirmatory resolution have been passed. And it was argued that, 
after the special resolution has been passed under section 23, the subse- 
quent proceedings are to be taken up as they would be under sub-section 
4 of section 18, the confirmatory meeting being entirely omitted. And it 
was said that the reason for the difference was this, that, in proceedings 
under section 15, the creditors would not know till they came to the first 
meeting whether any composition or scheme would be proposed ; whereas, 
under section 23, the notice of the meeting called to the 


resolation would state the object of the meeting and the terms of the 
proposed ition or scheme. Therefore a con meeting 
would be The court came to the conclusion that the con- 


unbeceseary. 
firmatory resolution had, in fact, been passed by ag or! ba majority, and 
therefore it did not become absolutely necessary to e this pceint, but 
the court expressed their opinion upon it. 

Tuz Cover (Lord Eenex, M.K., and Lixpitey and Lorgs, L.JJ.), 
reversed the registrar's decision, and held that the composition 
mot a reasonable one under the circumstances. Lord Esurn, 
B., said that, looking at the words of the two sections and the 
he no doubt that a confirmatory meeting was as necessary under 
under section 18. The terms “ entertain” and “accept” 
synonymous In both cases it was at the first meeting that 
“ entertained,” and in that sense “accepted,” the composi- 
me, but in both cases that which was dene at the first meeting 
be confirmed. This being so, it became the duty of the registrar to 
the composition, and to approve of it it he thought it reasonable. 
If he thought it not reasmable, or if he was not satisfied that it was 
reasons the, it was his duty to reject it. Here the debtor had been guilty 
A various ofiences ; « fraudulent preference was not 4 light matter, for it 
Was an attempt to cheat creditors. It was argued that, this being #0, the 
not to have sanctioned the scheme, however advantageous 


ivf 
: 


ile 


certainly the registrar should look closely into it, but he was to look at it 
with reference to the interests of the creditors, and if it was clearly the 
best thing for their benefit, he ought not to punish them by disallowing 
the scheme on account of offences of the debtor; he should exercise a 
judicial discretion on the whole case, and this court would not disapprove 
of his decision, a es seegminee ay 8 Looking, however, at the 
evidence in the present case, his was not satisfied that the com- 
position was a reasonable one, or that the assets would not realize more in 
a bankruptcy, and he thought that the composition ought not to have 
been approved. Lipsy, L.J., as to the meeting. 
hs to tks other eit, it was the duty of the registrar to look, not only at 
the interest of the creditors, but at the conduct of the bankrupt. Ip 
certain cases mentioned in section 28, however beneficial the scheme ht 
be to the creditors, it was the duty of the registrar to refuse to san 

it. The present case was not one of that kind. But, even in such 8 case 
as the present, the conduct of the debtor was to be taken into considera- 
tion, and that ingredient was of the more importance when it was ex- 
tremely doubtful whether the proposed scheme was the best thing for the 
creditors. If it was obviously for the best advantage of the creditors, 
the conduct of the debtor became less important. The ae eens ought to 
take great care that an oes scheme was not fo: upon the dis- 
sentient creditors, and his lordship thought that would be the result of 
the order in the present case. Lorzs, L J., concurred.—OounssL, Muir 
Mackenzie ; Herbert Reed. Soracrrons, R. Raphael ; Bagot Harte, ¢ Co. 





CASES AFFECTING SOLICITORS. 
Re ALLEN—Kay, J., 22nd November. 


Soticrroe—Costs or Lease—So.tcrrors’ Remunzration Act, 1881— 
Gen. Orp., Avcust, 1882, nr. 2 (s.), 6. 


This case raised the question of the construction to be put on the 
words, ‘‘ before undertaking any business,’’ in rule 6 of the General 
Order, which provides that in all cases to which the scales in schedule I. 
apply, ‘‘ A solicitor may, before und any business, by writing 
under his hand, communicated to the client, elect that his remuneration 
may be according to the present system as altered by schedule II.” The 
application was by lessees to review a taxation of costs incurred on the 
renewal of a lease, and which they were liable to pay to the lessor’s soli- 
citors. It appeared that on the 25th of July, 1885, the lessor’s solicitors 
wrote to the lessees’ solicitors that their client, the Jessor, had seen them 
with reference to the renewal of the lease, and that the matter should 
have their attention, and they asked for evidence of the lessees’ title to 
the renewed lease. Further letters followed between the solicitors, and 
on the 2ist of October the draft leases were forwarded by the lessor’s 
solicitors. They had previously, on the 19th of October, given their 
client, the lessor, a notice in writing electing that their remuneration 
should be under the system existing at the date of the General Order, as 
altered by schedule II. thereto, on the com m of the leases 
delivered to the lessees a bill of costs on this yoy 
was objected to by the lessees’ solicitors on the ground that the business 
had been undertaken before the date of the notice of the 19th of October, 
and that the costs ought consequently to be calculated under schedule I. 
to the General Order. The taxing master held that the notice of the 
19th of October was an election under rule 6 of the General Order, and 
that the costs ought to be calculated according to schedule II., and he 
disallowed the objections of the lessees, who now applied to review the 
taxation. 

Kay, J., after taking time to consider the question, now decided in 
favour of the lessees’ contention. He said that the scale of charges fixed 
by schedule I, part 2, for ae gay , settling, and completing a lease 

a 


and counterpart clearly incl e 7 . liminary thereto, 
as was shewn by the cases of Re Field (33 W. R. Fo, 533, 29 Ch. D. 


608), and Re Emmanuel and Simmonds (34 W. R.613, 33Ch. D. 40). Then arose 
the question as to what was intended by the words, ‘‘ before undertaking 
cy Vastanen,”* in rule 6. It was noticeable that this rule was com 

one-sided ; it gave no option to the client, and was wholly in favour of 
the solicitor. And the words in question were very material ; because if 
a solicitor was to be at liberty to carry on any business until 
he could see whether it was his benefit to charge according 
to the scale in schedule I, or to the pre 

existin stem, the client would be at a vantage, and the 


i 


coal dante weal be only in cases where it was larger than that 
under the y system. This result could not have been 
The election was to be mude before the business was 


leases, was shewn by the two ns he had mentioned; and the time 
wien 0 wae enmeteiees sas So eeeey semen on ee facts. But, as 
a general rule, he was of opinion after a solicitor had any 
employment, ae hak Sate soya eee ee which he 

charge supposing the scale not apply, it was too late for 
him to elect to charge according to the system existing before the General 
Order came into operation. Applying this rule to the present case, in his 
opinion the letter of the 25th of July was one for which the solicitors were 
entitled to make a charge against the lessor. From that date the business 
had been undertaken by them, and the notice of the 19th of October came 
too late. He differed, therefore, from the opinion of the taxing master, 
and considered that the coste ought to be tek senting Sree 
L to the General Order.—Counsa, Haldane ; Millar, Q.0., A, J, Allen 
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BAKEWELL v. CORNISH.—Q. B. Div., Wills, J., 23rd November.j§ 
Juny Fee anp Suertrr’s Fes. 


This case was tri2d before Wills, J., and a common jury last week. It 
was an action brought to recover dam for imprisonment 
and malicious prosecution, and resul in ay for the defendant. 
Wills, J., having been informed that the solicitor for the plaintiff in 
the action had failed to pay the ordinary fees, amounting in such cases to 
only £1 3s. 6d., and including 12s. for the jury and 10s. 6d. the sheriff's 
fee, had sent word to say that he required him to be present this morn- 
ing; and before the business of the day was taken. 

Wits, J., in addressing him, said that he was bound to have paid the 
fees whether he had or had not received them from his client. The 
learned judge added that, unless the solicitor lodged the money at once 
in court, the official solicitor would be instructed to proceed against him 
as an officer of the court for the amount, and that the whole matter 
would have to come before a divisional court. His lordship also said that 
he wished it at any rate to be known that he felt bound to take such a 
view of the matter, as he had been informed that similar cases had arisen 
quite recently.— Times, 








LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL. 


THE INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 
INTERMEDIATE EXAMINATION. 


The following candidates (whose names are in alphabetical order) were 
a at the intermediate examination held on the 4th day of Novem- 
ber, 1886 :— 


Abbott, Edmund Rushworth Cole, Francis Simcoe 

Agate, William Coleman, George 

Akerman, William Mason Cooper, William Butterworth 
Anderson, Thomas Alexander Cornwall, Frank Herbert Goode 
Andrews, Richard William Craigie, Athole 

Arnholz, Henry Preuss Crisp, Alfred Henry 

Atchley, Henry Willmott Wickham Crompton, Cuthbert 

Atkins, Percy Colquhoun, B.A. Crooks, Edward Victor 

Atter, Francis Ward Crosbie, George Vertue 
Austin, John Soame, B.A. Cross, John Trevor 

Bailey, Hinton James Davis, Reginald 

Baker, Herbert Kendra Davson, George Ernest 


Baldwin, Edgar Deakin, Francis Howard 
ov Hartley Deans, Henry Stapleton 
Barlow, 


George Edmund JosephDigby, our se 

Hilaro Doggett, William Harold 

Barnett, Henry Augustus Grattan Ducker, John Anthony, B.A. 

Barton, George Albert Duke, Gilbert Ashton 

Bate, Charles John Copeland Dumbleton, Alan Southey 

Beckingsale, Beauclerc Bennett,Edwards, Francis Harold, B.A. 
B 


A. Ellis, Clement George Lumle 
Beckwith, John, B.A. ; f 


Ellis, William Twigge 
Bellingham, William Clarence Entwistle, John 
Bellot, Hugh Hale Leigh, B.A Ethelston, Arthur Assheton, B.A. 
Bennett, Harry Macaulay, B.A. Farmer, James Herbert 
Berry, Thomas Bickersteth Fearnley, John 
Blagg, Francis Edward Fellowes, Evelyn Napier, B.A. 
Blake, Arthur Roddam Frederick,Finch, George William 


B.A Fletcher, Basil, B.A. 
Bolton, Robert Charles : 


Forrester, aan Carl, B.A. 
Booth, George Henry Charles 


Booth, Herbert Edward Fuller, Hagar enry 
th, Her wi er, H 
Bourne, William Percy i 


Gale, Francis Sydne 
Bradbury, Charles Edward of 


Galt, —- William Bruce 
Brady, Harry Alfred, B.A. 


Gamble, Philip Anthony 
Braithwaite, James Eimund Garner, Stanley 


Brandon, Edward Tyrell ne ee Singleton 
Genge, 


B.A. enry Arthur Po 
Breakell, Walter Gilbertho: > te e 
Bros, Thomas Alfred Glubb, Albert de 
Bull, Frank Kimber Godd Eugene Hill 
Bull, Thomas Henry Godson, Ernest Henry 
inet = meee Goodman, — 

way, m Henry Vipon Goul Haworth 
Calvert, John Henry es Johns, B.A. 


Campbell, Robert 


Greaves, Charles Henry 
Capper, Harry Woodifield 


Green, John Robert 
Gre 


pron, Thomas Alfred creey Strangeways 
, Langham, B.A. a 

Carver, Thomas, B.A. Hale, Frederick Johnstone 0’ Brien 
Cattle, Frederic, B.A. Hale, Matthew Hi 
Catton, Arthur William James Henry 
Chapman, Thomas Denton Hampton ‘William Roberts 
Charles, Robert William Harper, Charles John Stewart 
Charles, Thomas Harris, 
Chell, Herbert William Harris, 
Chetham, Hen Harrison, John Mullens Watson 
Clarke, Arthur Henderson H William J 
oe Gasin Peard _ mabe 

ton, John Betram, B.A. em) ’ 
Oobb, John Gerard, B.A. Hill, Arthur 





Hill, Frank Herbert 


Jones, Cuthbert Lewis 
Jones, John Roberts 
Jones, Thomas Davies 
Jowett, Charles 
Keeble, Jasper 
King, Frederick Herbert . 
Kiss, James Frederick 
Knight, Thomas Joseph 
oe 
Lach-Szyrma, 
Somervill 


e 

Laverack, Edwin Arthur 

Leak, Frederick Osborne Simeon 
Reginald, B.A. 


Lewis, 

Lindell, Wil Clement 
Llewellin, Thomas Johnes, B.A. 
Lowthian, George Henry 
McMaster, George 

Marriott, Thomas 

Martin, William Henry 
Martineau, Philip Hubert, B.A. 
Mason, George Arthur 


Matthews, John Hobson 
Mawer, Arthur Jefferay 
May, William, B.A. 


Rogers, Llewelyn ) 


Menantens Seinegne William Alfred, B.A. 


Mellor, Harry 
Mills, Charles Swift, Ernest William 
Milnes, Herbert William Sykes, James 
Moore, Frederick William Edmund, B.A. 
Morris, Astley John Skilbeck Taylor, John Percival 
Moss, Wilfred , John 
ee Arthur Wallis Rhys 
Nash, Walter Lee Tindle, John — 
Nettleship, Robert Murray , Charles Edward 
a on Huxham Trethewy, Alfred ae 
ewton, Frank Tristram, Percy Preston, 
Nodes, Sydenham William Stephen-Tarnbull, Robert 
son , Arthur Clement 
Nutt, Arthur, B A. ler, Jacob 
Oddie, Lewis Gilbert erco, Walter William 
Ogilvie, Charles Edward Vernon, Thomas Henry, B.A. 
Oldfield, Martin Percy William Noel 
Olivant, ae, Daniel Starkey ‘alker, Herbert 
pa James Robert Wall, John William 
Peatl Frederick Reginald Wi Leonard, B.A. 
— Lees 4 ba Frederick Byers 
Perrins, William Dyson Watson, William 
Philipps, Benjamin Lewis Webb, Frederic Bostock 
P ps, H Grismond Whitcombe, 
Phi Ps, Kong eaten seas Wi John Stanser Sree 
Prall, Ernest Finley Wilmshurst, Walter Leslie 
Preston, Herbert Gan Wing, George Siacaon, B.A. 
ton, Her some 
Priest, Frederick James ro , Richard 


Fora Exaureartox. 
The following candidates (whose na are in alphebetical order) were 
succesful atthe fal examination ia 


held on the 2ad and 3rd of November, 
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Carter, Arthur George William Lambert, Walter 
Cartwright, Joseph Frank Postle-Latham, John Algernon 

a Lewis, Ohael se Prytherch, M.A 
pose ot es » es erch, M.A. 
Cator, hh Bertie Peter, B.A. Lewis, Henry 
Chapman, Ernest Edward Lewis, John Hugh 
Chitty, et Henry Pollock, B.A. Lewis, John William 
Christian-Edwards, Thomas Beck-Lister, John Edwin 

with McNair, George Lewis Frederic 
Clarke, Edward Warren Mann, Arthur Moore 
Clarke, Francis Richard, B.A. Marsden, Leonard Levison Montagu 


William Charles Martin, Harry Jesse 
Cockerton, Joseph Stewart Mason, Francis Burton 
Cockshutt, Nicholas Milne, Clifford Donald 
Coghlan, Wilfrid Austin, mpeg ne Richard 
LL.B. Molesworth, Arthur Henry 
Collins, James Adolphus Monckton, Charles Falkland 
Cook, Aloah James Monckton, Herbert Haden, B.A. 


Cope, William Silverwood, M.A. Morgan, William John Lewis 


Morrison, Robert Macgregor 


Corbould, John Edward Moseley, Oswald Richard 
Corfe, Albert Murray, John George 
Cotton, William Nathan, Myer Samuel 
Crabb, Newill, Percy He 


Newnham, Charies Edward 


Daun, William Henry Newstead, Edgar Cecil 
George, B.A Oberbach, Charles William 
Davies, William Ormond, Edward Brooks 
De Buriatte, Ernest Isaac Orrell, James Andrew 
Dewhirst, Wi Paddock, Albert Edward 
Dickinson, Thomas Frederick Paget, Alfred 
Dobinson, Percy Jackson Parrott, Francis Hayward 
Joe Parry, Henry Wynn 
% William Patterson, Ernest Alfred 
Edmunds, Henry Edward Perkins, John Inniss 
Drayton Phillips, Arthur 
Ellis, William Henry Phillips, Thomas 
Elmslie, Wilmot Edward Picton, Robert Owen 
Emerson, George Pinder, John Hothersal], B.A. 
Emms, F ick George Pinniger, Henry Broome 
Falkner, William Gardner Porter, James 
Farrington, Charies Joseph Potter, John Herbert 
Fisher, Edward Francis Ralph, Audsley 
Ford, Eastace Milton Rand, George Robert 
Forshaw, : B.A. Raven, Alexander James 
Francis, John Swinford Rawlings, George 
Frank, Ward, B.A Regge, Robert William 
French, William Morley Reynolds, Alan Swatman 
Faller, Charles Richards, John Walter 
Arthur James Robbins, Walter George 
Gibb, William Alfred Roberts, Harold Flintoft Parker 
Gibbons, George Harry Roberts, Joseph Batcheleur 
Gibbs, Thomas Roberte, Richard Mostyn 
Gibson, Arthur Cracroft Rogers, George Edward Boulderson 
Griffith, Edward Byrne Ryland, Arthur Latham 
Griffith, John St. Aubrey ManselSaltmarshe, Hugh, B.A. 
Gwynne Searle, Alfred, B.A. 
Hacon, Harold Edward Shackel, Frederick Charles 
Haddelsey, Charles Robert Sheard, Michael 
Hall, Shoosmith, William Buxton 
3 = ree ga Sillem, 
Hammond, John Joseph Simon, George Humphrey 
~ a — Alfred Oxnard 
Hargreaves Henry ers, Alexander Charlies Crofton 
Hart, Charles Frederick Somerset, Herbert 


Heelis, a , William Edward 
Hellyar, William Jobn Stirling, John, B.A 
, William Thomas # Stuart, Thomas 
Marie Albert Camille Talbot, Ellis William 
Herd, Harry Ernest Tate, Ernest Henry 
Temperley, Henry, B.A. 
ke, Sever dames Fhomsin, Montague Caibeck 
ames son, Calbec 
Holt, ammond William , Charles 
Horner, Thorp, Joseph Herbert 
Howell, Troughton. 7 George 
John Labrey Trow, William 
Se tenes Turner, James 
Jacques, Charies Albert Turner, John Herbert 
Janson, John Henry Tweedie, Maurice Albert 
Jervis, Richerd Morgan Uneworth, Charlies Henry 
Jolly, Rasseil Vizard, Walter Oswald 
Somes, Frederic leanc Waddy, Samuel Garbutt 
—- Jefirez Wadham, Charles Henry 
Ker me ie Wallis, George Wahe 
Charlies Ward, Eric 
Kendiick, Walter Ernest Warren, William James 
King, - Vaward ohne Francis 
Kaight, Percy Alfred thead, Arthur Algernon, B.A. 
Lambert, Thomas Wilke, Richard 
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Williams, Samuel 


Withall, Walter 
Willis, George Harry Witty, John Percy 
Wilson, Matthew Richard Woodward, George Deward 
Wilson, Thomas Wormald, John 


Win Lindsay Dillon 


terbotham, Wright, Frank Thurlow 
Witchell, Charles Adolphus 


UNITED LAW STUDENTS’ SOCIETY. 


At the sitting on Monday evening last Mr, Yates moved, ‘‘ The d 

of the Court of Appeal in Lhe National Provincial Bank of England v, Jack« 
son is erroneous, and ought to be overruled.’’ Mr. Lazarus oroeene. Mr. 
Steere and Mr, Hartley supported the opener, while on the other side were 
Mr, W. 8. Shirley, M.P., Mr. Moyle, Mr. Abrahams, and other. Mr, 
Yates replied, and the chairman then summed up, and, upon the motion 
being put to the house, the decision of the Lords Justices was upheld by a 
large majority. 


LAW STUDENTS’ DEBATING SOCIETY. 


At the meeting of this society held at the Law Institution, Chancery- 
lane, on Tuesday, the 23rd inst., Mr. Wilmot E. Elmslie, in the chair, 
the motion upon the paper for discussion was, ‘‘ That it is the duty of the 
Government to immediately suppress the National League in Ireland.” 
Mr. John Lithiby opened the debate in the affirmative, and was followed 
on the same side by Messrs. J. D. Crawford, E. E. Davies, J. Cornelius 
Wheeler, and T. Douglas, and opposed by Mesers. T. Bateman-Napier, 
Gwynne-Griffiths, W. M. Woodhouse, Arthur Williams, and Richmond. 
After Mr. Lithiby had replied, the chairman put the motion to the 
society, when it was carried by a oe re 4 of eleven votes. There were 
forty-eight gentlemen present at the debate which endedat 10.15 p.m. 








LEGAL NEWS. 
OBITUARY, 

Sir James Martin, Knt., Chief Justice of the Colony of New South 
Wales, died at Sydney on the 4th inst. after a short illness. Sir J. 
Martin was the son of Mr. John Martin, and was born in 1820. He 
practised at Sydney as a solicitor for about ten years, and he was called to 
the bar in New South Wales in 1856. He had for many years a large 
practice and he was created a Queen’s Counsel in 1857. He took an active 
part in political life, and he was for nearly fourteen years a member of 
the Legislative Assembly. He was five times Attorney-General of the 
Colony, and three times Prime Minister. He received the honour of 
knighthood in 1869, and in 1873 he became Chief Justice of the Supreme 
Court of New South Wales. Sir J. Martin was married in 1853 to the 
eldest daughter of Mr. William Long, of Sydney. 


Mr. James Grens, barrister, formerly a judge of the High Court at 
Bombay, died on the 5th inst. Mr. Gibbs was the third son of Alderman 
Michael Gibbs, and was born in 1826. He was called to the bar at the 
Inner Temple in Trinity Term, 1864. He had been a member of the Bom- 
bay Civil Service since 1846. He was Assistant Commissioner of Scinde under 
Sir Bartle Frere, and he wae a puisne judge of the High Court at Bom- 
bay from 1869 till 1874, when he was appointed a member of the council 
of the Governor of Bombay. In 1880 he was appointed a member of the 
council of pty myers woe of Indis, an Ay A undertook the = 

it o e esiastical departmevt of the government. @ 
retired from the civil-service about two years ety. Gibbs was 
created a Companion of the Order of the Star of India in 1878 and» 
Companion of the Order of the Indian Empire in 1880. He was 
in 1864 to the daughter of Mr. Alexander Shaw. 


Mr. Jamzs Ownswortu, solicitor (of the firm of Marshall & Ownsworth), 
of Barnsley, died on the 7th inst, from disease of the heart. Mr. Owns- 
worth was Powe in 1833. He was admitted a solicitor in 1872, and he had 
since practised at Barneley in ip with Mr. Benjamin Marshall. He 
had a large private practice, and he was clerk to the Dodworth Local Board. 
Mr. Ownsworth was for several years a member of the Barnsley Town 
Council as a representative of the North Ward, and he was also 9 member 
of the Barnsley Board of Guardians, He was buried at Silkstone on the 


Mr. Rowent Orsver Jowns, pre ap eget repens Aon te for the 
borough of Cardiff, died on the 14th inst., in his seventy-sixth year. Mr. 
Jones was the eldest son of pe pee ener sentir tH gee Feo and was 


Sandhurst ears 
he held a commission in the army. He was called to the bar at the 
raagbteste tor tha borough of Cardi, and he held thet office until about 

© he office until a 
a month ago, when he on account of ill-health. Mr. Jones was 
& magistrate and. deputy. tenant Glam: shire, He was high 
of been many years chairman 
He was treasurer of the Diocesan Church 
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Bo ey eg ap te ay ge egg y to the daughter 
of Mr. Evan He became a widower in 1851, and in 1853 he 
married the daughter of Mr. John Bruce Pryce, of Duffryn (sister of 


Lord Aberdare), who died in 1869. 


courts, died at Sandgate on 
seventy-seventh year. A 
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Lonsdale, and was born in 1810. He was educated at University Col- 
lege, London. He was called to the bar af Lincoln’s-inn in Michaelmas 
Term, 1836, and he formerly practised on the Northern Circuit. He was 
one of the secretaries (jointly with the late Mr. Charles Greaves, Q.C.) to the 
Criminal Law Commission. In 1855 he was ted by Lord Cran- 
worth to be judge of county courts for Circuit No. 11 (comprising Bradford 
and other towns in the West Riding of Yorkshire), and in 1 he was 
transferred to Circuit No. 48 (comprising the western portion of Kent. 
He filled that post till 1884, when he retired on a pension. Mr. Lonsdale 
was appointed recorder of the Borough of Folkestone in 1847, and he held 
that office till his death, and he was a magistrate and deputy-lieutenant 
for Kent. He was married, first, in 1853, to the widow of Dr. Herbert 
Mayo, and only daughter of Mr. Samuel James Arnold, of Walton-on- 
Thames. He became a widower in 1866, and he married, secondly, in 
1878, the widow of Mr. Thomas James Arnold, metropolitan police magin- 
trate, only daughter of Mr. Thomas Jefferson Hogg, of Stockton-on-Tees. 


Mr. Georcz Moopy, barrister, died at 27, Knowle-road, Brixton, on 
the 22nd inst. Mr. Moody was the eldest son of Mr. James Moody, and 
was born in 1833. He was educated at St. John’s College, Cambridge. 
He was called to the bar at Lincoln’s-inn in Michaelmas Term, 1862, and 
he was a member of the Midland Circuit, practising also at the Lincoln- 
sbire, Nottinghamshire, and Derbyshire and Middlesex Sessions, and at the 
Central Criminal Court. Mr. Moody had for several years a considerable 
criminal business, and it may be remembered that he was one of the 
counsel for the defence in the Wainwright murder case, where his 
advocacy, though uns:ccessful, displayed great ability and ingenuity. 

Mr. Witu1am Keary, solicitor (of the firm of Keary & Marshall), of 
Stcke-upon-Trent, died suddenly on the 23rd inst. Mr. Keary was 
admitted a solicitor in 1837, and he had for many years carried on a 
practice at Stoke-upon-Trent, where he was at the time of his death 
associated in partnership with Mr. James Outliffe Marshall. He had been for 
several years registrar of the Stoke-upon-Trent County Court (Circuit 
No. 26). He was a perpetual commissioner for Staffordshire, and local 
solicitor to the North Staffordshire Kailway Co. He was also for man 
years local agent to the North Staffordshire Conservative Association, an 
secretary to the Stoke-upon-Trent School of Art, He was mayor of Stoke 
in 1883, and, at the time of his death, he was iy tea fen. bd and an 
alderman for the borough. Mr. Keary’s sudden death has caused universal 
sorrow in the town and district. 


Sir Jouw Humpureys, coroner for East Middlesex, died at his residence, 
20, Devonshire-street, Portland-place, on the 20th inst., from abscess on 
the lungs, in his sixty-seventh year. Sir J. Humphreys was the son of 
Mr. John Humphreys, of Upper Clapton, and was born in 1820. He was 
admitted a solicitor in 1842, and he had for many years a large practice 
in the City of London. He was formerly vierk to the Vity Commissioners 
of Income Tax, and in 1859 he was elected coroner for the Eastern 
Division of the county of Middlesex, which office he held until his death. 
He received the honour of knighthood in 1881. Sir J. Humphreys was 
deputy-chairman of the London, Edinburgh, and Glasgow Assurance Co. 
He was married in 1842 to the daughter of Mr. George Downes, but he 
became a widower in 1881. 


Mr. Henry Lixwoop Srrone, barrister, late Registrar of the Central 
Probate and Divorce Registry, died at his residence, 38, Seymour-street, 
Portman-square, on the 17th inst., after a long illness. Mr. Strong was 
the eldest son of the Rev. Thomas Linwood Strong, and was born in 
1815. He was educated at Christ Church, Oxford, and he was called to 
the bar at the Inner Temple in Hilary Term, 1844. Im 1850 he was 
appointed clerk of assize and clerk of the Crown on the North Wales and 

ester Circuit, and in 1858, on the Pape of the Probate and Divorce 
Acts, he was appointed by the late Sir Oreswell Oreswell a registrar of 
the Central Probate Bo | Divorce Registry. He held that office for 
twenty-eight years, and he retired a few months ago in consequence of 
failing health. Mr. Strong was married, in 1847, to the daughter of the 
Hon. and Very Rev. Honey David Erskine, Dean of Ripon. His second 
son, Mr. Clement Erskine Linwood Strong, was called to the bar at the 
Inner Temple in May, 1879. 





APPOINTMENTS, 


Mr. Srrincer OtpMan Huron, solicitor, of Canterbury, has been 

pointed Under-Sheriff of that city for the ensuing year. Mr. Hilton 
Was admitted a solicitor in 1881. 

His Royal Highness Tuz Parnce or Watas has been elected Treasurer 
of tho Middle Temple for the ensuing year. 

Mr. Joun Onantes Lewis Oowaep, barrister, has been appointed 
Recorder of the borough of Folkestone, in euccession to the late Mr. 
James John Lonsdale, Mr. Coward is the eldest son of the Rev. John 
Henry Coward, rector of St. Peter Le Poer, Old Broad-atreet, and was 
born in 1852. He waseducated at St. Paula’ School and at Corpus Christi 
College, Cambridge. He was called to the bar at Gray’s-inn in Jane, 
1877, and he prac on the South-Eastern Circuit. 

Mr, Jouw Arxinson, solicitor (of the firm of Stanton & Atkinson), of 
Newcastle-upon-Tyne, has been appointed Under-Sheriff of that city for 
the ensuing year. Mr. Atkinson was admitted a solicitor in 1879, 

Mr. Tuomas Epwanp Donwreon, solicitor, of Liverpool, has been hompuniet 
& Commissioner to administer Oaths in the Supreme Ooart of Judicature. 

The Right Hon. Sir Haxry Jamas, Q.C., M.P., has been elected Praai- 
dent of Cheltenham Co , 

Mr. Hawny Marutas, solicitor, of Haverfordwest, has been appointed a 

trate for the town and county of the town of Haverfordwest. Mr. 
ias was admitted a solicitor 1849, 





Mr. carne er oe solicitor, of 


Magistrate 

Price is registrar of the Haverfordwest and deputy-coroner 

for the lower division of Pembrokeshire He'wen edushte’ S etishe ta 
Mr. Frepenicx Norsaw, solicitor (of the firm of Kisch & Norman), 

of 2, New-inn, has been a Commissioner to administer Oaths 


Me. Wu114m Tuomas neo, oy (of the firm of Eccles & Smith), 
of Liverpool and South; as been ee a Commissioner to 
administer Oaths in the Court of Judicature. 

Mr. Arruvur Rottrr, soliciter, of 12, Mark-lane, and of Hull, has been 
appointed Under-Sheriff of the town “Tal i of the town of Kingston- 


Mr, Evan Gairrrra solicitor, of Holy has been 
a Commissioner to administer in the Sepen tons od J 


PARTNERSHIPS DISSOLVED. 


Gzorez Tuomas Epwanps and Atrrep Govos, solicitors (Edwards, Son, 
& Gough), Birmingham. Mr. Edwards will at 128, Colmore-row, 
Birmingham. Mr. will practice at No. 11, Bennett's - hill, 
Birmingham. October 30. 

Henry Fox Townsenp, Groncr Sracxman, and Epwarp Tvpor Jonzs, 
solicitors (Townsend, § 
Townsend and Edward 


the style of Townsend & Jones. November 16. 


Lawryze Mayors. 

Mr. Arruvr Burcu, solicitor, proctor, and notary, of Exeter, has been 

elected or of that city for the ensuing year, Mr. ‘Burch was admitted 

of the dioceses of Exeter and Truro. " 
Mr. Georcs Wiiius Aw 


[ Gazette, Nov. 19.]} 


thas borongh for the queen Beet. Mr. Childs was admitted a 
Mr.M Monoax, solicitor (of the firm of x ot 
i. orcaN Moreax g- b- Scott), = 
om as a solicitor in 1 He isa the 
Mr. Hexay Freuv W: solicitor, of Chipping has been 
elected M of that ee De one y= Mr. was 
Atmel db mtr, of 3 Limcain’s-in elie, 
. BORGE 
okey Beeson ken ae ae eee Borough of Kingston for 
the ensuing year. Mr. Sherrard was admitted a solicitor in 1969. 
GENERAL. 
Sie Denne See eS ee ee t . 
Windeor on Priday to receive the honour 
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The annual council of the judges of the Supreme Court of Judicature 
held at the Royal Courts of Justice on Webacoley afternoon, when 
was presided over by the Lord Chancellor, who was attended 

by his secretary, Mr. Muir Mackenzie, Q.C. The following were the 
judges t:—The Master of the Rolls (Lord Esher) Lords Justices 
Cotton, , Fry, and Lopes, Sir James Hannen, Mr. Baron Pollock, 
and Justices Grove, Manisty, Hawkins, Stephen, Mathew, Cave, Day, 
Butt, A. L. Smith, Wills, Kay, Chitty, North, Stirling, and Kekewich. 
The proceedings lasted about two hours. The meeting was strictly 








COURT PAPERS. 


SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE. 
Rora or REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 


Date. APPEAL CouRT APPEAL Court Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
No. 1. No. 2. Kay. CHITTY. 
Tocaday 4 Mr. Godfrey Mr. Foberton Mr. Jackson Mr. ie 
os King Carrington owes 
Wed, « Ward Pemberton Jackson Koe 
Thursday.. 2 Pemberton , Ward mn Clowes 
Friday ...... 3 Clowes Pemberton Jackson K 
Saturday... 4 oe Ward n Clowes 
Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
‘ i rs NokrrTa. STIRLING. 
Monday, Novem! 29 . Beal Mr. Mr. Pugh 
a ile aE Leach Godfrey Lavie 
Wednesday, December 1 Beal King rae 
Pay ede oe 3 Leach Godfrey e 
eunpipiatianemarene 4 Leach Godfrey Lavie 








WINDING UP NOTICES. 
London Gazette. — Fripay, Nov. 19. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
LOOTED Dy CHANCERY. 
Brewineuam REreicERratTion Co.. Luairep.—Grantbam, J., has, by an order 
2, ted Robert Levitt Impey, Waterloo st, Birmingham, 
are required, on or before Dec 7, to send 


tor 
.— Creditors 
mames and addresses, and particulars of debts or claims, to Arthur 
. Friday, Dec 17, at 12, is appointed for hearing 


Suesk Reruvine Co, Lonren.—Kay, J., bas, » b- order dated Nov 
ood Banner, 24, North John st, Liver- 





it was ordered that the company be ound up. & Bellord, Queen 
Gran Gan Oc, Lamrra. Grantham, J ie pagttecnyt cat 

_— 1s J , DY an Oct a ited 
Paul Boulton, A. King William st, to be official liquidstor 2 


Sreamsnir Epexpatz Co, Luaren.—Petn for winding up, presented Nov 18, 
directed to be heard before Stirling, J., on Saturday Nov ©. Pattison & Co, 
Besem, Visteria ot, agents for Watson & Dendy, Newcastle upon Tyne, 


Lu«aTep.—Petition for winding 
before Chitty, J., on Nov 27. 


Or 
CoUuNTY | Sort yr LABCASTEE. 
CHA 


Wriuax Haarizy & Sons, Limited Peto tor wie presented 3 

— or up. 16, 
directed to be heard before Bristowe, V.C., on paing oP ov 30, at 10.30, at 
solors for petner ” ? 7 ; f 


FRIENDLY SOCIETIES DISSOLVED. 


Isperzspest Orzrative TONTINE SOCIETY, 1, Gildart st, Liverpool. Nov 16 
Moots Rarwros Burcuens’ CO-OPERATIVE Society, Limirep, Middle Rainton, 


FRIENDLY Bexerrr Sociery. fetton Apme, Btoke Poges, Bucks. Nov 16 


Sos JOINT STOR COMPANIES 
London Ganette 


_—TvuESDAY, Nov. 2. 
LIMrren 1s CHASCERY. 
Baxx, Luurrep.—Chitty, J., has, by an order dated Oct 26, 


i 


| 


sppointed James &, Cheapside, to be official liquidator 
Hatcuerr’: Oy gh te TS, 3 hae, By ac order dated Nov 15, 
Edward Moore, 3, Crosby sq, to be 
asp Borpise Mater. Co, Luarep.—Petna for up, 
Fioarated Bow 32, directed to be heard before North, J, on Dec 4. ite, 
gn, Strand, solor for petuer 
Hoi Wasos Worxs Co, Lantrsa— Marty Z.. bas fixed Saturday, Dec 4 at 12, 
st his chambers, for appointment of an 
Lomsvon axp Lazve Barx, Lourren.—Creditors required, on or before Dec 
4 bly 2 TD A-ha 
Frederic George Painter, onday, Dec 20, at 12, 
Spagpeistell for bdaring bod sdfedicetion epee tes 


UsLIMITED I= CHANCERY. 
fized Monday, Dec 6 at 12, at his 


3 
; 








Prez, GUriwEsé, tor 4 sanitary inspection and report on a London dw '~ 
arvangumnagt. The Sanitary Engineering and hing: 
Company, 116, Vinekoumen extaninester. Ae EM 


Ss ME So Bol 





CREDITORS’ NOTICES. 
CREDITORS UNDER ESTATES IN CHANCERY. 
Last Day or CLArm™, 
London Gazette.—FRIDAY, Nov. 5, 1886. 
Cook, W1i14M, Chinslade, Oxford, Farmer. Dec3. Gilbert v Cook, Chitty, J, 


KENNEDY, Rev BENNET SHERARD CaLcraFT, Tudor rd, Norwood Dec 8, Bum. 
sted v Kennedy. Bacon, V.C. Cookson & Co, Lincoln’s inn fields 
3 Gazette.—TUESDAY, Nov. 9, 7 
CLAYTON, JOSEPH, Preston, Lancaster, Engineer. Dec 4. eman v Clayton, 
Registrar, Manchester. Ascr m. 
London Gasette.— AY, Nov. 12, 1886. 
DopwortH, James, Sheffield, Pallette Knife Manufacturer. Dec 10. Spencey 
‘Dodw Chitty, J. Ibbotson, Sheffield 
TAYLOR, JOHN RICE, Pentonville rd, Islington. Dec 11. Jones v Taylor, 
North, J. Edwards, Old Je 
London ¢.—TUESDAY, Nov. 16. 
Lex, Ex1za Marcaret, Slouch, Bucks. Dec6. Webb v Webb, Kay, J. Robin. 


son, Mitre ct chmbrs, agg = 
MERRIKIN, GEORGE MERRIKIN, Grainthorpe, Lincoln. Dec4. Merrikia Robin. 
son v Newman, Chitty, J. Ingoldby, Louth 


UNDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP. 35. 
Last Day oF CLAIM. 
London Gaszette.—TUESDAY, Nov. 9, 1886. 
ATKINSON, WILLIAM Suupsoy, Barrowby near Leeds 


BELsHAW, MarTua, John st, Minories. Dec 9. Bonner & Co, Fenchurch st 

Berwick, GEorGE, Sunderland, Durham, Doctor of Medicine. Deci3. Trewhitt 
& Robson, Sunderland 

Biaxton, Mary, Willington on Tyne, Northumberland. Dec 4. Kidd, North 

Boam, DANIEL, Manchester, Gent. Dec 16. Heywood & Son, Manchester 

Broapuvurst, DANIEL, Cheetham, Manchester, Gent. Dec 31. Farrar & Hall, 


BRooKHOUSE, Enora Hannan, Leicester. Feb 10. Toller & Sons, Leicester 

Cotiins, Joun, Moseley, Worcester. Nov 20. Jaques & Son, Birmingham 

Coox, Mary Any, Bernard st, Russell sq. Dec 5. Cunningham, Carthusian st, 

harterhouse 

Coox, La | ing Lancaster, Spring Maker. Dec 15. Doyle & Scholfield, 

Gasoxom,' Tuomas, Swingfield, Kent, Farmer. Nov 20. Knocker, Dover 

GoLpsTEIN, MARTIN. Lisle st, Leicester sq, Manufacturing Silversmith. Dee 11, 
Boulton & Co, Northampton sq, Clerkenwell 

Hanon, THomas WILLIAM, ham, Esq. Dec6. Munby & Scott, York 

Haru, Exizanetu, Eastbourne, Sussex, Boarding-house Keeper. Deci. Lang- 
ham & Son, Eastbourne 

Howeate, Ricwanp, Batley Carr, York, Butcher. Dec 22. Chadwick & Sons, 

Hurt, Fanny Anna JANE, Ryde, Isle of Wight. Dec 31. Hargrove & Oo, 

Victoria st, Westminster 

INGLEBY, CLEMENT MANSFIELD, Great Ilford, Essex, Doctor of Laws. Dec 9, 


Gosling & Co, Suffolk place, Pall 
CHARLES MADDOCES, orth, Stafford, Gent. Dec 23. Thursfield & 


‘Messiter, Wednes' 
LEVER, JouN, ‘Buddoseheld, Waste Dealer. Jani. Moseley, Huddersfield 


LinGHaM, ALFRED Fraser, Camden Hill rd, Gipsy Hill, Norwood. Dec 6 
Turner & Low, King st, Cheapside 
MoreGan, Roczr, Croesyceilog, Monmouth, Gent. Dec 18. Colborne & Co, New- 


rt 
Preak, JOH, jun, Batley, York, Spinner, Dec 22. Chadwick & Sons, Dews- 
Rooxz, W11114M, Truro rd, Wood Green, Commercial Clerk. Dec 9, Henry, 
Furnival’s inn, Holborn 
SCHOLFIELD, ANNA, Hipperholme, Halifax. Jani. England & Foster, Halifax 
SHELLEY, ory pibemarie st, Piccadilly, Wine Merchant. Dec 20. Laundy 


& Co, Cecil 
Raeener Birchanger, Essex. Jan 8. Richardsons & Foxwell, Much 





. Dec 4, Simpson, 


Sairu. C 


Suarru, Exiza, Blackpool, Lancaster. Jani4. Brown & Co, Wakefield 
Sourn, Tuomas, Carlton rd, Kilburn, Gent. Dec 18. Gregory & Co, Bedford 


row 
STee., THomas, Ventnor, Isle of Wight, Bookmaker. Dec 3!. Smith, Birming- 


Seuvepues, ARNE ELIZABETH, Marple, Chester. Dec 11. Keays, Charles st, St 
STEVENSON, Mazy, Marple, Chester. Deci1. Keays, Charles st, St James's 
Topp, AxTHony, East Biggins, near Wolsingham, Durham, Farmer. Dec 6, 


Devey, W: ham 
TURNER, 7, Wolaingham Jan 14. Clarke & Calkin, Raymond bldgs, Gray’s inn 


Wastzy, Jonw W1111aM, Aldershot, Army Contractor. Deci5. Eve, Aldershot 


WHITEMAY, , Alconbury Hill, Huntingdon, Farmer. Dec 24, Wal'ing- 


STEPHEN 
ford & Co, St Ives 
Wioney, Evizapera, Kilpinhill, Batley, York. Nov 30. Deane & Son, Batley 


Woop, Bryras, Saltburn by the Sea, York, Gent. Dec 20, Thompson, Middies- 
Wariout, Epwakp, Wrightington, Farmer. Nov 3. Wilson, Wigan 








BANKRUPTCY NOTICES. 
London Gasette.—PRiDAY, Nov. 19, 1886. 
RECEIVIN 


G ORDERS. 
AKERMAN, THOMAS ARMILL, . Birmingham. Pet Nov 17, 
Ord Nov 17 


‘ARD, Peay some. | Agile Pulteney st, Wardour st, Draper. High 
Brox, Jous, South Molton, Devon, Silversmith, Barnstaple. Pet Nov 15. 
Nov 15 


Canuz, Canctan, St Leonards on Sea, Spinster. Hastings. Pet Nov 16. Ord 
Conms, 7 ApnAM, Margaret st, Regent st, Clerk. High Court. Pet Nov 11, 


ov 
Dawvnivosz, ¥., Newgate st. High Court. Pet Nov il, Ord Nov 16 





D J and D. D ’ ’ ’ o ° 2 
wis ~ 7 iow 1, oad ry AVi“£s, Brynmawr, Brecon, Grocers. Trek 
Deseae, gam N Yorks, Mason, Northallerton, Pet Nov 16, — 


Nov. 27, 1886, 4 
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AMLEN, em 5 mae jULD BURLAND, Cheltenham, Outfitter. Oheltenham. Pet 
ov ov lL 
Cues, Sewer ABIKUR, Sheffield, Hatter. Sheffield. Pet Nov 17. Ord 


GRIFFITHS, Byax and GEORGE Fipwme, Liverpool, Shutter Manufacturers. 
Liv Pet Nov 15. Ord Nov 1 
HAREER, Tons, Worcester, Licensed Victualler, Worcester. Pet Nov 17. 
ov 


HESKETH, JOSEPH Henry, Preston, Provision Dealer. Preston. Pet Nov 12. 


Ord Nov 16 
Hutu, EpWakD, Bristol, Tutor. Bristol. Pet Nov 15. Ord Nov 15 


Hrest, WILLIAM, Henley, Yorks, ped Manufacturer. Huddersfield. Pet Nov 


Eo , Ciltynydd, nr Pontypridd, Builders. 

ARD, an FRED ur Pon 

Pontypridd. Pet Nov 12. Ont Nee aaa 

aaa, ERT JAMES, Shirley rd, Paddington, Printer. High Court. Pet 
ov 


Ord Nov 17 
JoNES, EDWARD, Mon, out of business. Newport, Mon. Pet Nov 13. Ord 


Nov 1 
Kay, JAMES, Manchester, Merchant. Manchester. Pet Oct 28, Ord Nov 15 
Keity, Jonny, and Roserr STRATH, Oldham, Lancashire, Tailors. Newport, 
Mon. Pet Nov2. Ord Nov 17 
Kirk, ARTHUR Henry, Lewes, Watchmaker. Lewes and Eastbourne. Pet Nov 


17. Ord Nov 17 

LEwin. — wna, Neath, Glamorgan, Grocer. Neath. Pet Nov 17. Ord 
ov 

Lomas, JAMES, Maryport, Cumberland, Boot Dealer. Cockermouth and Work- 

i ov 15. Ord Nov 16 

Maxed OHN, Brentwood, Essex, Nurseryman. Chelmsford. Pet Nov 2. Ord 


Manaert , faa am ig cumea, Gt Staughton, Huntingdon, Baker. Bedford, Pet 

ov ovi 

MAYALL, FRANCIS, and SancE MAYALL, Gt Grimsby, Fish Curers. Gt Grimsby. 
Pet Nov15. Ord Nov 

7% CARLTON Gupummnanen. Torrington sq, Bloomsbury, Organ Builder. 
Hi igh Qvurt. Pet Nov 15. Ord Nov 16 

muss. oun Assam, Broadway, Hammersmith, Tailor. High Court. Pet Oct 

r 
MILNER, GEORGE, Elland, Yorks, Mason. Halifax. Pet Nov 15. Ord Nov 15 


Mosse, J soem, Newchurch, I,W., Farmer. Newport and Ryde. Pet Noy 13. 
NICHOLAS, JANE ) ey Oystermouth, Glamorgan, Dealer in Fancy Goods. 


Swansea. Pet Novi7. Ord Nov 17 
mrxox, JOHN, Swadlincote, Derby, Joiner. Burton on Trent. Pet Nov 13. Ord 


ov i 
one: ADWARD, Bodicote, Oxford, Farmer. Banbury. Pet Nov 17. Ord 
ov 


Parks, THOMAS, Swansea, Innkeeper. Swansea. Pet Nov 15. Ord Nov 15 


Piaws, Taswas, Bicester, Oxford, Boot Manufacturer. Oxford. Pet Nov 15. 
ov i 
Recano, MontrFort, & Co, Mork lane, E.C., Commission Agents. High Court. 


Pet Nov 16, Ord Nov 1 
RoBINSON, ABEL, Mossley, * OE Professor of Music. Ashton under Lyne 
‘et Nov 15. Ord ov 15 


and Stalybridge. 
berdare, Glamorgan, Boot Maker. Aberdare. Pet Nov 


RUSBATCH, SAMUEL, A 
16. Ord Nov 16 
—-~t—— we Rawtenstall, Lancashire, Draper. Blackburn. Pet Nov 16. 
ov i 


SADLER, JAMES CREAK, Bing’ 4 Lynn, Norfolk, Woollen Draper. King’s Lynn. 
Pet Nov 15. Ord Nov 
ScoTt, THomas JOHN, iwecuae, Innkeeper. Exeter. Pet Nov 16. Ord Nov 16 
peneee. are. Sunderland, Commission Agent. Sunderland. Pet Nov 15. 
r vi 
SMALL, GEORGE, Salisbury, Painter. Salisbury. Pet Nov 15. Ord Nov 15 


Serre, Beav, Cirencester, Flock Manufacturer. Swindon. Pet Nov 13. Ord 
16 


ov 
Suiru, W1LL1AM, Bath, Gardener. Bath. Pet Novié. Ord Nov 16 


SOUTHOOATE, FREDERICK WILLIAM, Kingston upon Hull, Cowkeeper. Kingston 
upon Pet Noy 15. Ord Nov 


paeen, Suatan, West Hartlepool, : ha Sunderland. Pet Nov 15. Ord 
ov 1 
STAFFORD, a » Westow hill, , Upper Norwood, Boct Manufacturer. Croy- 


don. Pet Oct 26. Ord Nov 
BrawaRr, WILLIAM, Bestehens, Tea Broker. High Court. Pet Nov 17. Ord 
Vv 


ov 17 

ein WILLIAM, Snainton, Yorks, Farmer. Scarborough. Pet Nov 2. 
ov 17 

TEMPLE, JOSEPH, Carlisle, Hotel Keeper. Carlisle. Pet Nov 16. Ord Nov 16 

eacnre, Jom, Broughton Poggis, Oxfordshire, Farmer. Oxford. Pet Nov 16. 
ov 

THYNNE, Wi1i1aM, Woodstock rd, Shepherd’s bush, Organ Builder. High 

Court. Pot Nt Nov 15. Ord Nov 16 
TRAINOR, JOSEPH, Birmingham, Draper. Birmingham. Pet Sept 23. Ord Novi? 


Maliwons, 709.8 Pendleton, Lancashire, out of,jbusiness. Salford. Pet Nov 
ll ir ovil 
Watson, } + Lincoln, Commercial Traveller. Lincoln. Pet Nov 16. 


Warxay. are. 00, ses London Wall, Spirit Merchants. High Court. Pet Oct 
le ovi 
Wri, Basin Lavan, Bristol, Hotel Keeper. Bristol. Pet Nov 15. Ord Nov 15 


The following amended potices: are anbettented oe those published in the 
ov. 9% 
Varrom, THo win atasr, Birmingham, Oricket Outfitter. Birmingham. Pet 
ov 4. Ord Nové 
Wanszary, Fiauay, x, fpeadowerth, Staffordshire, Fishmonger. Birmingham. 
ov 


Pet Nov 5, 
FIRST M 
Actor, JouN, Nether Knutsford, Cheshire, Neier. Nov 26 at 2.30. Off Reo, 
Gaden’s oh 8 oh Bridge Bt, Manchester 
1 Ww Gaosas Bickephill, nr Birmingham, Farmer. Nov 29 at 11. 
Luke Jesson Sha ‘Pr Birming 
BaxEa, WILLIAM, High a nee, Baker. Nov 26 ati, 983, Carey st, Lin. 


Bannzy, Joun, York, Commercial Traveller. Nov 26at1. Off Reo, York 


Bannowczirr, bray Haxey, Lincolnshire, Farmer. Nov 90 at 12, Off Rec, 
2, Bb nag 


BERLE. soum, 5 th Molton, Devon, Silversmith. Nov 9 at 10. Unicorn 

otel, & 

Burn Gian re Soom Grimsby, Fishourer, Deo 1 at 12. Off Reo, 
Downs, Witte Liverpool, Provision Dealer. Nov 90 at 3 Off Reo, 35, 
Quamnrrs, W iritaMm, Rimp ley, Nottinghamshire, Egg Dealer, Nov 26 at 12, 

pI Tie. Hick’ pavement: Novtngtam 





—— , Lincoln, Innkeeper, Nov 30 at 11.30. Off Reo, 2, St Benedict's 
Ay , Buckinghamshire, Nov 29 at 11.30. 
Dz Fasine, J mY esbury, Bas Nurseryman. Nov 
DoveatL, Roperr. Ealing Dean, Middlesex, Timber Merchant. Nov 26 at 11. 
#6 and 29, St Swithin’s lane 
seem age ot, Mana Tailor. Nov 26 at 8. Off Rec, Ogden’s chbrs, 
GEORG: = Wuatike a aw = So i ered Serene: Nov 26 at 11.80. Castle 


Ho Ha 
arr eh FORE acca‘ tevenpenl,: Wiuthae- Menten: 


orcester 
Heaton, Ronman, Wieteanam, Westmoreland, Coach Builder. Decdatil. 37, 


Fi ee eee ot. Nov 29 at 3. Off Rec, Bank chbrs, Bristol 
mae By Manufacturer. Nov 30 at 3. Haigh & 
Son, Solicitors, New s 
Jonss, HbWAKD, Mgnmouth, out of business, Nov 29 at 12, Off Reo, 12, Tredegar 
Kay, Jans, Manchester, Merchant Dec 1 at 2.30. Off Rec, Ogden’s chbrs, 
La ocak We , Lincoln, Clerk in Holy Orders. Nov 26 


Long ay Bete eet ets Clerk. Nov 2% at 11. Blagg & 


“Guonon, iland, Yorks, Mason. Nov 2 at 11. Off Rec, Townhall 
Morzis, Son i sepeeneet, Isle of Wight, Farmer. Nov 30 at3. Off Reo, 20, 
nove cao of Wight 


N = met pipeoiy 


“eh Nov 29 at 2.30. White Hart Hotel, Burton 
ousvig, Joakrn, Gt Everdon, Northampton, Baker. Nov 27 at 4. County Court, 
Cates, CHSKEn, Stighgete THM, Geeeet: Nov 2% at 2.90. 33, Carey st, Lincoln's 
Panes, Tuceat, Svenne, Seeineges, Nov 2 at 11. Off Rec, 6, Rutland st, 
Penny, Jou Wri1ax, Hawkwell, Bssex, Farm Bai. Nov 30 at 10. Shirehall, 
Roanyen, Aas, Rowton, Leneahieay Paster of Meats. Nov 29 at 2. Off Rec, 
Snaorons, J B, Brigh 





ton, Gardener. woe 260612. 4, Pavilion bidgs, Brighton 

Smaty, GzorGs, Salisbury, Painter. Nov 29 at 12.30. Off Reo, Salisbury 

SMITH, ARTHUR, Heybridge, Essex, Miller. Dec? ati1. County Court, Maldon 

Gina, ALomnwen, Figeaenth, Sele. Nov 2% at 1'. Bankruptcy bidgs, Porta- 
Hewry 

Snag BOvaks Guiseusy: Mamta Mathanse Dec Berens OH ies 


0 chbrs. Bridge st, Manchester 
ss HOME JOnN, eet Nov a7 atii. Off Reo, 6, Rutland 


Taneem, JOsErE, Carlisle, Hotel Keeper. Nov 30at 12. Off Rec, 34, Fisher st, 


Tuomas, THOMAS, Taomas Tomas, opt Pomme Saenee, Ease, Gam 
Secteur. Arrigo 11, Quay 
Waeans,, SS @atz2. Luke 
Watton, ALTOR, Ropants, Rook Ferry, Cheshire, Tailor. . Nov 30 at 11.30. Off Reo, 8, 
aTsON. BENJAMIN, Lincoln, Traveller. Deo 7 at 12, Off Reo, 2, 
wee Huet WitiiaM, and Wituiae SHEPHERD Scholar 
green, Cheshire, Coal Masters, Dec 1 at 10.30, North Hotei, 


. Nov @ at 129. Of Reo, Bank 
Wri, Bast Logs, Bristol, Hotel Keeper: ior 


ADJUDICATIONS. 
Acton, Joum, Nether Kantutend, Chatien, Baan. Manchester. Pet Nov 1. 
BenJamtn, Cardiff, Provision Merchant. Cardiff. Pet Oct #6. Ord 


N 
inssiall oot Guile, Camanieaaiai York. Pet Novi3. Ord Nov 15 


Banger. Fi eos piatmasty, ue Ekta, Deh, Fee. Northallerton. Pet 
Bawxerr, Jusen, Bristol, Builder, Bristol. Pet Nov® Ord Nov 5 
BACKER, Youn, Houth Metten, Deven, Siren Barnstaple. Pet Nov 15, 


_ tomes OSBPH WILLIAM, Rochester, Oilman. Rochester. Pet Nov 3. Ord 
1 
Canny, Canons, St Leonards on Sea, Spinster. (Hastings. Pet Novi6é. Ord 


Cuannans, Wrnzuax, Kimberiey, Notts, Beg Dealer, Nottingham. Pet Nov ® 
Cross, ELIZABETH, Rugeley, Shoe Dealer. Stafford. Pet Nov tl. Ord Nov 26 
oats Me ‘amEs, Aylesbury, Bucks, Nurseryman. Aylesbury. Pet Nov & 

Donegow, yaNae, AMES, Northallertox, Yorks, Mason. Northallerton. Pet Now 3. 
DUNELET Swain’s lane, Highgate, Mason. High Court. Pet Sept 2. 
Suse \inonon, Nottingham, out of business Nottingham. Pet Nov 2. 


pu Tee tana, Cute, Gadi Dewsbury, PetNeovi. Ord Now ss 
rere aacbater ses Walsall, Pot Nov t2. Ord Nov it 
GaRIFFiTHs, an ond Cprage Funan, Ehreaged, Wain Ek. Shee 
‘pician Wenseten Thoensed Victualler. Worcester. Pet Now 1, 
Honley, Yorks, Strap Maker, Huddersfield. Pot Now 16. 
Gatverel, ar Festyyett, Behiee, 
Long lane. Furriers, High Court, 
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Peterborough. Pet Nov 13. Ord Nov 17 
lane harp Coste, No ptonshire, Farmer. Northampton. Pet 
ov 
MaYaLt, Francis, and SamMvEL Maya, Gt Grimsby, Fishcurers. Gt Grimsby. 


Pet Nov 18. OF Ord Nov 16 
ai | qr Gumsr, Ossett, Yorks, outof business. Dewsbury. Pet Oct 30. 
Mornis, Moses, Chale, IW, Farmer. Newportand Ryde. Pet Nov 13. Ord Nov 13 


— Soa Guanes, Newport, IW, Solicitor. Newport and Ryde. Pet Nov 
Many, Some. apeeiinente, Derbyshire, Joiner. Burton on Trent. Pet Nov 13. 


PatascH, HENRY, Castle st, Falcon sq. High Court. Pet July 17. Ord Nov 16 


Prver.ey. C. H., Lene Newton, nr Darlin Farm Stockto: T d 
Middlesborough. Pet Oct 18, Ord Nov 13 se pager: gh 
. JAMES, aan Painter. Durham. Pet Oct 5. Ord Nov 13 


RUSBATCH, SAMUEL. Aberdare, Glamorganshire, Boot Maker. Aberdare. Pet 
einen tpg ore Note b: New North I D 
5 OMAS, tesbury st, New North rd, Islington, Shirt Dresser. 
Court. Pet Oct 20. "Ora Nov 15 - . 
SIpDPLE, JosEPH, Sunderland, Comman Agent. Sunderland. Pet Nov 15. 


ov 15 
wae soe HENRY, Southampton, Grocer. Southampton. Pet Nov 10. Ord 
— Ss. Cirencester, Flock Manufacturer. Swindon. Pet Nov 13. Ord 
SouTHCOATE, FREDERICK W1i114M, Kin m upon Hull, Cowk to: 
noone Hl eho Cites a 
West Hartlepool, Grocer. Sunderland. Pet Nov 15. Ord Nov 15 


nto RopErt Joux, Swansea, Plumber. Swansea. Pet Nov5. Ord Nov 16 


‘Tmenps, Ropeas jp Tdanfatefochan, Carnarvonshire, Butcher. Bangor. Pet Nov 

eae, gomam, Norton Canes, nr Cannock, Saddler. Walsall. Pet Nov 11. 

Watton, me. Rock Ferry, Cheshire, Tailor. Northallerton. Pet Nov 4. 

Watson, BexJamin, Lincoln, Commercia) Traveller. Lincoln. Pet Nov 16. 
Ord Nov 16 


WELWooD, ALEXANDER HENRY Maconocuig, Sinclair rd, Addison pk, Gent. 

High Court. Pet Sept 16. Ord Nov a . . . 
ADJUDICATIONS ANNULLED. 

hades — STEELE, Bristol, Electrician. Bristol. Adjud Apr 21. 

Dvtson. WILLIAM, jun., ns Wesrechomspeen, Licensed Victualler. Wolverhampton. 


Adjud Sept 14. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
London Gasette.—_TUESDAY, Nov 23, 1886. 
AINSLEY, ANDREW, Leeds, Builder. Leeds, Pet Novis. Ord Nov 18 


ALLcuIx, JoHN James, Dartford, Builder. Rochester. Pet Nov 18. Ord Nov 18 
ALLEN, ALICE, Bristol, Portmanteau Manufacturer. Bristol. Pet Now19. Ord 


ov 3 Nae 
Se ee, Mechmendudies, Yorks, Wool Dealer. Dewsbury. Pet Nov 
AYLMER, Captain ‘Joun Evans FREKE, Cannon st, Engineer. High Court. Pet 
en) lave. “Hiasl 8 
emere, Gui! 
ae oa ee ere, Surrey, Draper. dford and Godalming. 
BaRkeER, = , Yorks, Farmer. Northallerton. Pet Oct 2s. Ord 


Baxter, CHARLES ALBERT, Stourbridge, Worcester, Corn Merchant. Stour- 
Pet Nov 15. Ord Nov 15 
Bices. Wi114M Heyny, Luton, Wine Merchant. Luton. Pet Nov 18. Ord 


ovis 
AMES, and Epwarp CrowTHm Leeds, W: 

Leeds. Pet Novis. Ord Novis 2: eee 
Gxorok Evwakb, Bradford, Tailor. Bradford. Pet Nov 19. Ord Nov 10 


¥, Pzrer, Leeds, Carting Agent. Leeds. Pet Nov 2. Ord Nov 20 
pore . & Prisoner in Millbank, Estate Agent. Nottingham. 


JOSEPH LOMAS. 
Pet Nov 18. Ord Nov 18 
CARTER, Gu jeomnt, , Linden gdns, Chiswick, Colonel. Brentford. Pet Sept 


17. 

~p High st, Stratford, Clothier. H gh Court. Pet Nov 20. 
DAvVAGE, ob, FREDERICK Byrirs, High Holborn, Tobacconist. High Court. Pet Nov 
Doxort, Joux, , Leytonstone, Timber Merchant. High Court. Pet Nov 18. 


Epwarps, C, Bn Sussex, Gent. Brighton. Pet Oct 2. Ord Nov 8 
Bowsgee, Jone, Birmingham, Beer Retailer. Birmingham. Pet Nov 20. Ord 
Deseetoes, st, Walworth, Timber Merchant. High 


Court. Pet Nov 14. Ong ov 
ener =: Yn in Wharfedale, Yorks, Farmer. Leeds. Pet Oct 30. 


oer) Writ114M, Penryn, Cornwall, Sailmaker. Truro. Pet Nov 


Gascorse, Robert, and ALEXANDER yy <1 eg ye Menuiastupem of 
ares Not et Sept 30. 
Gosnase, Powis EORGE, ook Merchant. i? Pet Nov 17. 


SE Se. Cartel, Captignn, Farmer. Carmarthen. Pet Novo. Ord 


Haaax, Harr Jay, West Hartlepool, Ale Merchant. Sunderland. Pet Nov 
Haxzss, C R, Drury lane Theatre. High Court. Pet Sept 8. Ord Nov 17 


ere a ma Dingfield, Surrey, Farmer. Tonbridge Wells. Pet 
Stanford Bishop, Hereford, Farmer. Worcester. Pet Nov 


a poraane, 
Ord Nov 19 
Joux, Gt — Bradford, Joiner. Bradford. Pet Nov 16. 


Orda Nov 18 
Jomwes, Maus Evie Swansea. Pet Nov 2. Ord Nov 2 
Lassanss. ¢ Sapaes Ene ot Chellineten, Bedtord, Sermer. Bedford, Pet Nov 


Law, persevere, Dep’ Anita. Stafford. Pet Now1%. Ord 


Lown, Cxrerrorsrs ASTLE, Southtown, Suffolk, Carpenter. Gt Yarmouth. 
axsideus: Peau, Toske Ges Moni 

Leeds, Shoemaker. Leeds, Pet Nov ®. Ord Nov 9 
iiiaes dies contacr, onan Halifax. Pet Nov 19. Ord Nov 19 
Moneas, Davip, Cadoxton, nr Cardiff, Draper. Cardiff. Pet Nov 16. Ord Nov 8 
Momier, Watters, Nottingham, Joiner. Nottingham, Pet Nov i9. Ord Nov 19 





OLDROYD, JOsEPH, Ear! , ar Dewsbury, out of business. Dewsbury. Pet 
Novis. Ord Nov 18 


PACKARD, DANIEL, Btatton, Suffolk, Farmer. Ipswich. Pet Novi9. Ord Nov 19 
Parr, Tuomas, Lincolnshire, Miller. Lincoln. Pet Nov19. Ord Nov 19 
RAYMENT, JaMEs, Bethnal Green rd, Greengrocer. High Court. Pet Oct 21 


Ord Nov 19 
Reap, ROBERT, Leicester, Tailor. Leicester. Pet Nov 16. Ord Nov 18 


noe. z OHN, fer: 4 wyotin, Buckinghamshire, Coal Merchant. Aylesbury. 
‘et Nov 19. 
SmirH, VINCENT, St abe * rd, Stamford hill, Box Manufacturer. High Court, 


et Nov 18. Ord Nov 19 
SPRINGATE wenky, Serene * in, Sussex, Corn Dealer. Brighton. Pet Nov 18. 


0: 
TEAL, GroncE, Bradford, Draper. Bradford. Pet Nov 18. Ord Nov 18 
ToWELL, CHARLES, Uffculme, Devon, Boot Maker. Exeter. Pet Novi9. Ord 


Nov 19 
Sxtae, Rommxr Ex _uaess, Caroline st, Bedford sq, Architect. High Court. Pet 
C' 
UFFINDELL, Wasme ‘Upper Thames st, Licensed Victualler. High Court. Pet 


Nov 18. Ord Nov 
WEAVING, DaNIEL, and Eisca JANE WEAVING, ERE, Worcestershire, Milliners, 
Dudley. Pet Nov 18. Ord Nov1 
Wr11aMs, Evan, OWEN WILLIAMS, é4 Rosert Grirrita Hum Kirk. 
l, Builders. Liverpool. Pet Oct 28. Ord 
Wrrixon, GEORGE, estbourne, Bournemouth, Livery Stable Eine Poole. 
Pet Nov 19, "Ord Nov 19 
The following Amended Notice is substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of Nov 16. 
GEORGE, W1LL14M, Lilanychllwydog, Pembrokeshire, “Farmer. Carmarthen, Pet 
Nov 12. Ord Nov i2 
RECEIVING ORDER RESCINDED. 
Cripps, FREDERICK. New Brighton, Cheshire, Bookseller. Liverpool. Ree Ord 


“i 12. Res Nov 18 
FIRST MEETINGS. 
ALLCHIN, JoHN JAMES, Dartford, Builder. Dec 2 at 11.30. Off Rec, High st, 


ester 
ARTHUR, BENJAMIN, Penarth, Provision Merchant. Dec 2 at 12 
a — B, Cleveland row, ) James’s, Gent. Nov 30at 11. Bankruptcy 


ides. rt st, Lincoln’s 

Bare, ya Gzones AYLMER, Burfield House, Highgate. Nov 30 at 12. 33, Carey 
coln’s 

mates WILLIAM HENRY, Luton, Wine Merchant, Dec 2 at 11. 29. Park st West, 


Casein GEORGE, Henning st, Battersea, Provision Merchant. Dec 2 at 3. 
Off Rec, 109, Victoria st, 

a em Rugeley, Stafford, Shoe Dealer. Dec 1 at 11.30. County 

CUMMINGS, JoHN CHARLES, Mold, Flintshire, Grocer. Nov 30 at 2 

Davies, THoMas EDWARD, pom eHe6 nr Bridgend, Draper. Dec 2 at 11.30 

DENISON, FREDERICK WILLIAM, Kingston upon Hull, bt Merchant. Dec 3 at 

2. Off Rec, Lincoln’s inn bid Bowialley lane, H 

DUNELEY, , THoatis, Swain’s lane, Highgate te, Mason. dont at 2.30. 33, Carey st, 


n’s 
EDWARDS, CADWALLADER, Hove, Sussex, Gent. Nov 30 at 12 


Evans, RICHARD, Walsall, Builder. Deciatii. Off Rec, Walsall 
Fawcett, ALFRED, Wharfedale, Yorks, Farmer. Dec2 at 12. Off Rec, 22, Park 


row, 
HESKETH, JOSEPH HENRY, Preston, Lancashire, Provision Dealer. Dec 1 at 3. 
Off Rec, 14, Chapel st, ty 
Wuiiam, — ALFRED cae. Cilfynydd, ur Pontypridd, Builders. Dec 
lati2. Off "Rec, Merthyr lS oa 
Hosrnstock, Hvaeo, and JULIUs Honrystock, Long lane, Furriers. Dec 3 at 11. 
Bankruptcy bidgs, Portugal st, Lincoln’s inn 
ene Een, Stanford Bishop, Herefordshire, Farmer. Dec 3 atii. Off 


orcester 
ILLINGWORTH, Joun, Great Horton, Bradford, Joiner. Dec 1 at 3 
James, THomas, Blaenzarw, nr Bridgend, Draper. Dec 2 at 11 
‘om, Maria ELLEN, Swansea, Grocer. Dec 2 at 11. Off Rec, 6, Rutland st, 





jwansea 
Joummt, Waneent, Gente Vers te, Shrewsbury, Timber Haulier. Dec 13 at 10.30. 
w Society, Talbot chnbrs, 8 Shrewsbury 
Keiiy, Joux and RoBERT STRA’ , Lancashire, Tailors. Dec 1 at 
Off Rec, 12, Tredegar | aren “Newport, Mon 
Lavann —, eo ble ER, Manor st, Geshe, Builders. 
Nov 30 at 12. Bankruptcy y ge, Portuel st, Lincoln’s 
Lxz, Tuomas, N: D, Assistant. Deo tat & County 


Court, 8 
pea ee Neath, Glamorgan, Grocer. Deciatii. Castle Hotel, Neath 
Dawley, Salop, Licensed Victualler. Dec 15 at 11,30, Oouaty 

eee he Madeley 


Lows, Dunes, Macbpent, Cambestent, Boot Bester. Nov 30 at 12 
Maxrcoerson, JamMes Francis, Halesworth, Suffolk, Chemist. Dec 3 at 1, Off 


Rec, 8, King st, N 
Ews, Sam AMUBL, Bristol, Private in Commissariat and Transport Corps. 


Marr 
Muce¥x, Woot?, et ox ot, ‘Brushitiold st, st, Whitechapel, Grocer. Dec 1 at 11. 
act, JOmM, Paes Portal a Lincoln Dect at 11, Off Reo, ‘Townhall 
a, GEORGE, ord, Coach Builder. Dec2at2. 2, Offa st, Hereford 
ane, St Pancras rd, Gatekeeper. Nov 30 at 2.30. 33, 
reise bie gate cen ns oro 
age, P ley outs, Stat? sino 


Perry, WILLIAM, Stafford, Chainmaker. Dec 2 at 10.30 
Gronge, Eastbourne, Butcner, Nov 30at1. Ohampion, 53a, Terminus 


ReaD, Rovert, Leicester, Tailor. Dec ?2at12. 28, Friar lanc, Leicester 
Rocke Seer rah Meee eat Dec 1 at 1%, 93; 


i 
nonmageny Bisons A “+ ¢, Glamorgan, Bootmaker. Dect at 10. Off Rec, 
RUvUsHTON, ome, Rew fenstall, Lancashire, Draper. Nov 30 at 5.30. Off Rec, 
sso spe ws North. rd, , Shirt Dressor 
at 12. orgugal st, he n 
senna. Ja Ring's Lynn, A Dec data, Of 
Scorr, Bios nga geal Tankeeper. Nov 90 at 11. a ia of Exeter 
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Josern, Sunderland, Commission Agent. Nov 90 at 12. Off Rec, 21 
BIDDLE wcats at, land : 


SKIDMORE. JORM, som , Staffordshire, Licensed Victualler. Deo 2 at 10. 
Off Ree, 
SaurTH. Esav, Cirencester, Flock Manufacturer. Dec 1 at 11.88, Henry O. 


8 n, Wilts 
SMITH. oeus th, Gardener. Nov90at 11.45. R. H. Moore, County Court, 
York st, Bath 


FREDERICK WILLIA Kingston ¥ wkeeper. Dec 2 at 
Boron Rec, Lincoln’s inn = teen ions rat 
SPARKES, FRANK ‘PEACHEY, Funtington, Sussex, aay Dec 1 at 2 
STEPHENS, JOSEPH, Oentral Meat Market, Meat Salesman. Dec 8 at 11, 33, Carey 
st, 


Lincoln’s inn 

SWALWELL, WILLIAM, now in prison, Farmer. Nov 30at 11.90. Off Rec, 74, New- 

borough st. Scarboroug’ 

Dec 1 at 11 
Cenpher. Des 2. Hull In- 

corporated Law Soci beast, coln’s inn bid wlalley tee! Strut 

TOWELL, CHARLES, — me, Devon, 
mingham 

WALLWORK. JOHN, Pendleton, Lan ede business. Dec 6 at 2.30. Off 

Rec, Ogden’s ehbrs, “‘Pridee st, Manco 


Tea, GEORGE, Bradford, Draper. 
TEMPERTON, JOSEPH, Kingston u i Hull, Seed 
er. Dec 3 at 11. Castle of 
Magees, Saree 
WALE, JAMEs FRSDERICE,§Birmingham, Grocer. Dec 2 at 11. Off Reo, Bir- 
The followin, emsended notice. Fern amanreonennti te 
4 P London Gazette of Nov 19 


WiLLiaMson, HuGH WILLIAM, an iN, Congle- 
ton, Cheshire, Coal Masters. py 1 at 1, S a North, Sweftant Word Hotel, Stoke 
upon Trent 
SDIGDSOLTSS. 
AKE But. Tecan AzrmitL, Birmingham, Baker. Birmingham. Pet Nov 17. 
oO 


BaYNE, WILLIAM BickNELt, Cork st, Burlington gdns, Tailor. High Court. Pet 
Novs. Ord Nov 18 





ian eas 
Tuuingwoate, Joux, Gt Barton, Bredterd, Joteey, Bradford. Pet Nov 16. Ord 


Lows, Loa ure 


Nov 3° Ori ‘Ori Now 19 
OHN ALFRED. 


paved, a berland, Boot Dealer. Cockermouth and Work- 
bed Suffolk, Chemist. Gt Yarmouth. Pet 


Mr.xEn, GronGE, Elland, Yorks, Mason. Halifax. Pet Nov 16, Ord Nov 19 
Mrrcewet1, JouN, Halifax, Fish Dealer. Halifax. Pet Nov 19. Ord Nov 2 
MoriEY, Watzr, Nottingham, Joiner. Nottingham. Pet Nov 19. Ord Nov20 
PackaRD, DANIEL, Stutton, Suffolk, Farmer. Ipswich. PetNovi9. Ord Nov 19 
Parxs, Taomas, Swansea, Innkeeper. Swansea. Pet Nov 15. Pet Nov 18 
Parr, THomas, Eagle, Lincolnshire, Miller. Lincoln. Pet Novy 19. Ord Nov 19 


ease Ue culms akon Salisbury. Pet Nov 15. Ord Nov 19 
@urrn, Witt14M, Bath, Gardener. Bath. Pet Nov16. Ord Nov 19 


G SaMUEL 
Synvaas, ley, Be : FREDERICE, 


ovis 


ALFRED SNvUGGs, 
. Pet Oct a. 


en Oommen Bradford, Draper. Bradford, Pet Nov 18. Ord Nov 18 
TEMPLE, JOSEPH, Uarlisle, Hotel Keeper. Carlisle. Pet Nov 16. Ord Nov 29 


nog et 


¢ Tepeces, inn, aed Foun Tuseas, Linasiiy, Boot 


me, Devon, Boot Maker. Exeter. Pet Nov 19. Ord 


























Bioas,. W Wassam lovey, Luton, Wine Merchant. Luton. Pet Nov 18, Ord Auragp Tasonon, Cannon st, Commission Agent. High Court. Pet 
Susana Jaren, ane BREAD Caowanm, Leeds, Woollen Manufacturers. Wrabete te Or Joe. 5 ont A Lancashire, out of business. Salford. Pet Nov 

Leeds. ov 1. Ord 19 
Binns, GEORGE Epwanrpb, Bradford, Tailor. Bradford. Pet Nov 19. Ord Nov 19 Wau JouN Dovaas, Lurline gdns, Battersea pk, Surgeon. Wandsworth. 
Bow1Es, W. Wit11aM, Great Marlow, Fruiterer. Aylesbury. Pet Nov 10. Ord Pet Nov. Ord Nov 19 
Busrox, Wantzay, Basford, Nottingham, Plumber. Nottingham. Pet Oct 90. SALES OF ENSUING WEEK. 

NOV 
Cooks, Jagexa an Sarqazet st, Regent st, Mercantile Clerk. High Court. ag byte November P90 ee na tone Properties, &c. 
ov 17 
Grocers Dec. 3.—Messrs. C. & UTLEY, the Mart, at 2 p.m., Leasehold Properties 

Dave, eer 9. ind Dasa, Savan, Brysmewe, Beem Tredegar. | “(see advertisement, ) 20, p. 4). 
peares, bbe 5 meer Cossall, Nottingham Lace Manufacturer. Derby. Pet Nov ————— 

6 rd ov 
Darvas. WILLA, jfanziagham, Bradford, Commission Agent. Bradford. Pet | pexysy—Nov. 22, ob 5, Nextel oes, Edinburgh, the wife of Scott_ 
DymonpD, LUKE TINK, and MATIrpA ANN Dy MoD, Newport, Mon, Tobacconists. | _ Moncrieff Penney, advocate, of a son. 

Newport, Mon. Pet Novi2. Ord Nov “ 
EpWwAnrps, C, Hove, Sussex, Gent. Brighton. ‘Pet Oct 20. Ord Nov 19 CONTENTS. 
GriFFitHs, JoHN, Gartheli, Cardi, Farm Carmarthen. Pet Nov10. Ord pongaee Tease = ennnnnte seqneseeap. Uh Av Gement Sqcaman «- woscess 09 
E _ = rene vs wie H sealants Worcester. Pet Nov Ay Exreaounicant 72 Count Purses. ee ee ae 

UG: i) ishop,  eegmeeed aheasaes 
EB 19. 9 Ea Nr 38, mate . ‘ minsiiie: © ae > BRARORES --.- +0 esas * = INDING-UP NOTICES .. . s 
UNTLEY, HERB ‘AMES, dingt in High Court. <oaty sectneGhitin et 

Nov 17. Ord Nov 19 m _ | Naw enadeoes -sonqneoes soo VE! ‘OTICES 8 

SCHWEITZER’S OOCOATINA EDE AND SON, 


Anti- Dyepertie Cocoa or Chocolate Powder. 
Guaranteed § aed Bolable Cocoa of the Finest Quality 
ith the excess of fat extracted, 
The Facult, i ronounce it “* she most —— per- 


pety Hoos - Ba. .y for Breakin m, or BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT, 
upper, an valua or In 8 an aren.” 

Highly commended by the entire Medical Press. To Her Lord Chancellor, the 
Being without 8 i the Tudicial Ben Corporation of dhe 


pope or other admixture, it suits 
all palates keeps for years all climates, and is four 
times the cunee® of cocoas THICKENED yet Laas 
with starch, » and IN REALITY CuzaPER than such 


Mixtures 
Made ir stantamoisly with . ‘ling water, a teaspoonful 
to s Breakfast Cup, costing less than a *nalfpenny, 
Coroai:=- « La Varies is the most delicate, digestible, 
chyapvst Manilla Chocolate, and may be taken when 
richer chocolate is prohibited. 
In iins at 1s, 6d., 3s., 58, 6d., &c,, by Chemists and 
Grocers. 


Charitia’\ on Special Ter ms by the Sole Proprietér, 


ROBES FOR 


QUREN'S COUNSRL AND BARRISTERS. 
SOLICITORS’ GOWNS. 


Law Wigsand Gowns tor Registocse, Towa Clerks, 
CORPORATION —_ UNIVERSITY = CLERGY GOWNS 


be. OHANOERY LANE 1 LONDON. 





Ui. Scuwarszze & Co., 10, Adam-st., Strand, London, W.C 


INVESTORS.—West-end Shop Prop- | 
erty, let to old tenants, for immediate Disposal, 
to pay 64 per cent. for 64 “a and en cent. for 





"TREATISE "on Eun HYPOO HON BLAS cs 


20, King William-street, Strand, London. 


bay hi ee eg 





bext 7 years, with == of 
oe oo “Ghovan #' ox, | lesen ood aa ground 


Q PER OENT.—Thie can be given for an 
Investment of £500 to £1,500 in a Hhorenghiy 
tablished 


yyy 
Peieh. ig ang Spun Boat 


i 





HE LAW and COMMEROIAL DAILY 





Journal” Oftce, Gh pittesncas’ 


FRBEHOLD G GROUND. RENTS, £60 
Shops, eigen 
le U 
“a. 10. 1 helo 8 yours purchase, Offer invi 


[Fz want Menor without renee 
CLIBURN, ee ty it possible, 43, Great 2 eS 





yo 4% 











wie sionary and 
Mon, LTE, mG |“ 

any Railway 
ria scape Paolo See Goa | 


are, "Brighton, y 





REVERSIONS. 
hae REVERSIONARY INTEREST 
SOCIETY (Limited), 
%4, LINOOLN’S INN FIELDS, W.U. 


Cuaremax—Eadward Jame ie 
Daruty-Cmaramaw—The Ri Hon, Honrytwcialbes, P, MP. 


Ei une as 0 cca te Gn creme ot Baw: 
nts ranted on favourable Cae 


wnoires ttre eae 


in exchange for Rever 


‘snd all further 
» Reoreiary, 





UNTEARABLE LETTER 
COPYING BOOKS. 


HOWARD'S PATENT. 
"| senaeeaataae ee any other 
Letter Copying Books now made 
THE COPYING BOOK FOR THE PROFESSION. 
Pascoe List vrow Arrimarion 


WODDERSPOON & CO., 


7, SERLE STREET, ann 1, PORTUGAL STRUEI | 
LINCOLN'S INN, W.0. 


OOKS BOUGHT.—' 
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THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 


Nov. 27, 1880. 








NIVEBSITY OF LONDON. 
EXAMINATIONS i the dates SvEMErT OF LOmDOs 
for the year 1887 will COMMENCE :— 


MamnsteLrion—Montey, Summary 10, and Monday, 


BACHELOR OF ARTS. “intermediate, Monday, July 18. 
B.A., Monday, October 24. 
MasTER oF Aans—-Bemach I., Monday, June 6; 
ranch Il.. Monday, June 13; 
—- lil, Monday, June 
20; Branch IV., onday, 
June 27. 
Doctor or LireraTvuRE.—Tuesday, December 6. 
SorgipruraL ExamMinations.—Tuesday, November 29. 
BacHELOR OF Somncn—intermetiate, Monday, July 


B.8c., Monday, October 17. 
Docror or Screxce.—Within ‘the first twenty-one 
eitehind days of June. 
R OF Laws. 6 eee ' afon day, 


Docror or Laws.—Tuesday, Jemeny 18, 

BacHELOR oF MEDICINE.—Preliminary Scientific, 
Monday, January 17, 
and Monday, July 18. 
Intermediate, Monday, 

July 11. 
- an Monday, October 


BACHELOR OF SURGERY. ae December 6. 
Masrer rx SurGery.—Monday, December 5. 
Docror oF Mepicrse.—Monday, December 5. 
SUBJECTS RELATING TO Puniic HeattTu.—Monday, 
December 12. 
Bacwewor or Music. — Inte ay Monday, 
pcem 
B. aes Mowday, Decem- 


r 19, 
Docror oF Mosic.—Intermediate, ‘Monday, Decem- 


D.Mus., Monday, December 19. 
Akt, ~ dag toad Teacuixnc.—Tuesday, March 1. 

The Regulations relating to the above Examina- 
tions and Degrees may be obtained on application to 
“The Registrar A the a aed of London, Bur- 
lington Gardens, Lond 

ARTHUR p~ aeaiell M.A., Registrar. 
November 23rd, 1986. 


CAVENDISH COLLEGE, 


Jan. 3. 





Cambridge. 


PRESIDEST : 
HIS GRACE THE DUKE OF DEVONSHIRE, E.G. 


The Object of this College is to enable Students at | 
, and - t a moderate cost, | 
gree in Arts, Law, or | 


the earliest practicable 

to take the University 

Medicine. 

Students are admitted at 16, and a Degree may be 

The Collese f Ladeing 0s id Board (with 
or an 

an Extra Term in Long Vaca 





| 


bs 


' 


| The only Law 


| 


HE NEW ZEALAND Laxp MORT- 
GAGE COMPANY, Limi 
Capital £2,000,000, fully os 
£200,000 paid up. Reserve Fund, £5,000. 
The Company’ 6 jose one lente’ to first-class free- 
hold mortgages. The Debenture Soes is limited to 
the uncalled — 


Home DIREcTors. 
& J. Bristow, Esq. Sir Wr1amM T. PowzR, 
W. K. Granam, Esq. K.C.B. 


FALCONER LarKWORTEY, T.. RUSSELL, Esq. 


Esq. 
ARTHUR M. MrrcHison, | Sir Epwaxp W. Srar- 
Esq. FORD, K.C.M.G. 


airman of Colonial Board 


Chairm: 
The Hon. Sir Frepx. Warr. OMG. M.L.O. 
Nae Prentoe of on Gosia: * 


The Directors are issuing Terminable Debentures 

g@ interest at 4 per » Bang for saree roan and 

44 per cent. for five years and upwards. In est half- 
yearly by ee 

M. MITCHISON, 

Leadenbait” buildings, Leadenhall. 


Director. 
enhall-st., don, E.C 





AW LIFE ASSURANCE SOOIETY, 
FLEET STREET, og oneeinnten 1823. 
Assets on 3ist December, 1 £5,248,223 
Income for the Year 1885 £438,476 
Amount paid in claims to 81st Dec., "1885 :.. £14 536,593 
Reversionary Bonus allotted for the five 
years ending 3ist Dec., 1884 - £690,946 
Reversionary Bonuses hitherto allotted |. £6.889,987 
The Expenses of Management, including Commis- 
sion, are about 44 per cent. of the Income. 
The limits of free travel and residence have been 
largely extended, and rates of extra premium 


reduc 
Loans’ granted on noogetiy of , Fetiaien Life 
Interests, oRe 2versions, and Borough —3 County 
Rates, as well as on other approved § 

Life Interests and Reversions are fae aes 
cra paid immediately on proot of death and 


Commission allowed to Solicitors and others on 
Assurances effected through their introduction. 

Prospectus and Form of Proposal sent on applica- 
| tion to the Actuary. 


AW UNION FIRE and I LIFE INSU- 
RANCE COMPA) 
ESTABLISHED IN THE ts 
Insurance Office in the United 
which transacts both Fire and Life 
ness. 


Chizi Office— 
216, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON, W.C. 
The Funds in hand and Capital Subscribed amount to 


£1,900,000 sterling. 
Chairman—J AMES CuUbpoN, Esa, of the Middle 
-at-Law. 
Deputy EETON, Esq. 


Temple 
-Chairman—CHARLES PEMB Lee 
& Pembertons), Solicitor, 44, Lincoln’s-inn-fie: 
The Directors invite attention to the New Form of 


dom 
ce Busi- 


| Life Policy, which is free from all conditions. 


eeomes all 
cluiies of tallies Sar tek A. Degree, | 


For farther information appiy to the WARDES, 
Conde Cot on idge. 





| contingent. 


CHORNE COLLEGE, near Winslow.— | 





COLMAN HILL HOUSE RETREAT, 


HALESOWEN, WORCESTERSHIRE. 
Licanec’ ender the Act of 18%, for Ladies only. 





| 1986, Ieversi 


i oderate Rates o 

ss Htaten and all ther information on 
i —London : 
4 Pall Mall Hest, B 


Policies of Insurance granted t the contin- 
gency of Issue at moderate rates of Premium. 

The Company ADVANCES Money on Mortgage 
Life Interests and Reversions, whether absolute 


The Company also purchases Reversi 
mses, ies of the Directors’ rt and 
Annual Balance Sheet, and every information, sent 
post-free on nontianiok to 


FRANK McGEDY, Actuary and Secretary. 


| Re STANDARD LIFE ASSURANCE 
COMPANY 


Estab 1825. 
meres a 


of 
or 





lished 
eet ee 
At the division ot oF pO os go on 11th May, 
onary Bonus additions to the amount 
of £930,000 were — to P 
Mc f Premiums. Liberal or. 
nw. William-street, E.C., end 











ACCIDENTS of DAILY LIFE 


INSURED AGAINST BY 


Stonce, | THE RAILWAY PASSENGERS ASSURANCE COMPANY 





| 


(BSTABLISHED 1849', 

64, CORNHILL, LONDON. 
=~ wae. 
COMPENSATION PAID ror 112,000 ACCIDEN TS 
£2,215,000. 


SUES ME OTA Be, 


| West-end Office :—6, Guamp Hors. Buiprsas, WC, 


at 
Head Office :—th, CORNHILL, LONDON, E.O. 
J, VIAN WILLIAM, Secretary. 





ORTHERN Assia COMPANY. | 
Lorpon: 1, Moor, se. OC. Asuapzsr: 1, 


Interest... eee 
Accumulated Funds oe 


‘ABLISHED 1881. “a 
IRKBEOK BAN K.=— 


Southam: toe balidts cery-lane. 
BRE TS. r. CENT. INTEREST allowed on 





Cc the © of Deeds, 

gharee © ee les, the coll Be 
Exchange, Dividends, and Coupons ; ent thee 
and sale of Stocks, Shares, an Annuities. 


Osgats ont Circular Notes a 
The ee ge a gp with full particu. 
lars, rtcoe, on 
ate RANGES RAVENSOROFT, Manager. 


UBS ea HOUSES or APART. 
THROUGHOUT on 
MOEDER’S HIRE SYSTEM. 
best, and most liberal. 
ri Soumesiaeet ti ped me en, 
Cash prices. No extra ‘or time given. 
Particulars, estimates, Press opinions, testimonials 


post- 
F. MOEDE 249. and 250, Tottenham-courte © 
road, and 19, ~ 21, Morwell-street, W. Estabe 


* ALSO for HIRE ONLY. 








ay AUTHORITY, 


The Companies Acts, 1862 to 1883; 





Every requisite under the above Acts supplied on the : 
shortest notice. a 





po 





—” BOOKS and FORMS kept in stock for immedi 
“MEMORANDA and ARTICLES OF eration 
pom and printed. OFFICIAL 
Solicitors’ Accouat 1 . Account | Books. 
Stationers, Printers, Engravers, Registration Agents, © 
49, FLEET-STREET, LONDON, E.C. (corner © 
Annual and other Returns Stamped and Filed. _ 
PARTRIDGE & COOPER, | 
1&2, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON &.0, 
Lato Copying and Gugrossing. 


ly prints SHARE iB ouniiyi0aTas, DABENTUE pe cna 
executed, No Charge for Ehiches, 
(late ASH & FLINT), 
of Serjeante’-inn). 
LAW AND GENERAL STATIONERS, 
and co 





“AW PRINTING. 
STATEMENTS OF or AND DEFENOB, AFFI+ 
DAVITS, and other PLEADING, Printed at le ae tolled 
DEEDS, CONVEYANCES, MORTGAGES, &o,, Printed © 

in form for Registration. ; 
Btoscunbeliccell ten aadlven expect canal 
LITHOGRAPHY. 


ABSTRACTS, PETITIONS 
NOTES Lithographed 


PLANS OF ESTATES, SPECIFIOATIONS, SUT 
ING SOCIETIES’ DEEDS, LEASES, &c., Li - 
with accuracy and dispatch, 


PARCHMENT AND LEGAL PAPERS” 


HODGKINSON & CO.’S 
HAND-MADE BRIEF, FOOLSOAP 
and other PAPERS. : 


THE MOST SUITABLE FOR SOLIOCITO 
Can be obtained through all Stationers, 


OF My EVIDENOE, 
at reduced prices 








